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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
********************************* 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
SUPREME COURT NO. 42691 
Plaintiff/ Appellant, 
Custer County No. CR-2014-258 
vs. 
JON STEVEN HUFFAKER 
Defendant/Respondent. 
CLERK'S RECORD ON APPEAL 
Appeal from the District Court of the Seventh Judicial District of the State ofldaho, in 
and for the County of Custer; 
Before the Honorable Alan C. Stephens, District Judge. 
APPEARANCES: 
Attorney for Appellant: LAWRENCE G. WASDEN, ESQ., BOX 83720, BOISE, 
ID 83720-0010 
Attorney for Respondent: DAVID M. CANNON, ESQ., 75 EAST JUDICIAL 
STREET, BLACKFOOT, ID 83221 
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Date: 12/23/2014 
Time: 10:02 AM 
Page 1 of 6 
Se· th Judicial District Court - Custer Cou 
ROA Report 
Case: CR-2014-0000258 Current Judge: Alan C Stephens 
Defendant: Huffaker, Jon Steven 
User: CRYSTAL 
State of Idaho vs. Jon Steven Huffaker 
Date 
7/14/2014 
7/15/2014 
7/18/2014 
7/22/2014 
Code 
NCRF 
PROS 
CRCO 
AFPC 
HRSC 
HRHD 
ARRN 
NORF 
FSTO 
MISC 
WVEX 
RETN 
MISC 
MINE 
HRSC 
ORPD 
CRNC 
DOSI 
DOSS 
RETN 
RETN 
RETN 
REQD 
User 
LAILA 
LAILA 
LAILA 
LAILA 
LAILA 
LAILA 
LAILA 
LAILA 
LAILA 
LAILA 
LAILA 
LAILA 
LAILA 
LAILA 
LAILA 
LAILA 
LAILA 
LAILA 
LAILA 
LAILA 
CRYSTAL 
CRYSTAL 
CRYSTAL 
CRYSTAL 
LAILA 
New Case Filed - Felony 
Prosecutor assigned Val Siegel (County) Esq 
Judge 
Charles L Roos 
Charles L Roos 
Criminal Complaint Charles L Roos 
Affidavit Of Probable Cause Charles L Roos 
Hearing Scheduled (Felony First Appearance Charles L Roos 
07/14/2014 09:00 AM) 
Hearing result for Felony First Appearance Charles L Roos 
scheduled on 07/14/2014 09:00 AM: Hearing 
Held 
Hearing result for Felony First Appearance Charles L Roos 
scheduled on 07/14/2014 09:00 AM: 
Arraignment/ First Appearance 
Notification Of Rights Felony Charles L Roos 
Financial Statement And Order Charles L Roos 
Terms and Conditions of Own Recognizance Charles L Roos 
Release or Conditions of Bail 
Waiver Of Extradition Charles L Roos 
Return on Search Warrant Charles L Roos 
Search Warrant Charles L Roos 
Minute Entry Charles L Roos 
Hearing Scheduled (Preliminary 07/28/2014 Charles L Roos 
01:15 PM) 
Defendant: Huffaker, Jon Steven Order Charles L Roos 
Appointing Public Defender Public defender David 
M Cannon Esq 
Order Appointing Public Defender Charles L Roos 
Notice Of Hearing 
No Contact Order: Criminal No Contact Order 
Filed Comment: None Expiration Days: 14 
Expiration Date: 7/28/2014 
Charles L Roos 
Charles L Roos 
Subpoena: Document Service Issued: on Charles L Roos 
7/15/2014 to Jon Steven Huffaker; Assigned to 
Custer County Sheriff's Officer. Service Fee of 
$0.00. Ben Savage 
Subpoena: Document Returned Served on Charles L Roos 
7/15/2014 to Jon Steven Huffaker; Assigned to 
Custer County Sheriff's Officer. Service Fee of 
$0.00. 
Return Of Service- Benjamin Savage 
Return Of Service - NCO - Jon Huffaker 
Return Of Service - NCO - Benjamin Savage 
State's Request For Discovery 
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Charles L Roos 
Charles L Roos 
Charles L Roos 
Charles L Roos 
Date: 12/23/2014 s th Judicial District Court - Custer Cou User: CRYSTAL 
Time: 10:02 AM ROA Report 
Page 2 of6 Case: CR-2014-0000258 Current Judge: Alan C Stephens 
Defendant: Huffaker, Jon Steven 
State of Idaho vs. Jon Steven Huffaker 
Date Code User Judge 
7/22/2014 RERD LAILA State's Response To Defendant's Request For Charles L Roos 
Discovery 
7/28/2014 MINE LAILA Minute Entry Charles L Roos 
LAILA Order Binding Defendant Over and Order Setting Charles L Roos 
Time for Arraignment 
HRHD LAILA Hearing result for Preliminary scheduled on Charles L Roos 
07/28/2014 01:15 PM: Hearing Held 
PHHD LAILA Hearing result for Preliminary scheduled on Charles L Roos 
07/28/2014 01:15 PM: Preliminary Hearing Held 
CHJG LAILA Change Assigned Judge Alan C Stephens 
HRSC LAILA Hearing Scheduled (Felony Arraignment Alan C Stephens 
08/20/2014 01:15 PM) 
LAILA Notice Of Hearing Alan C Stephens 
EXLT LAILA Exhibit List Charles L Roos 
EXHI LAILA State's Exhibit 1-Preliminary Hearing Charles L Roos 
EXHI LAILA State's Exhibit 2-Preliminary Hearing Charles L Roos 
EXHI LAILA State's Exhibit 3-Preliminary Hearing Charles L Roos 
7/29/2014 NOTC CRYSTAL Notice Of Intent To Seek And Confiscation Alan C Stephens 
INFO CRYSTAL Information Part I - Viol Of IC 18-905(a), Alan C Stephens 
Aggrivated Assault, a Felony, Count One 
INFO CRYSTAL Information Part II - Deadly Weapon Sentencing Alan C Stephens 
Enhancement 
RETN CRYSTAL Return Of Service- Notice Of Intent To Seek And Alan C Stephens 
Confiiscation 
RETN CRYSTAL Return Of Service - Jon Huffaker - NCO Alan C Stephens 
8/4/2014 RETN CRYSTAL Return Of Service - Benjamin John Savage - Alan C Stephens 
NCO 
8/6/2014 MOTN CRYSTAL Motion To Continue No Contact Order; Notice Of Alan C Stephens 
Hearing 
HRSC CRYSTAL Hearing Scheduled (Motion 08/20/2014 01:15 Alan C Stephens 
PM) 
8/20/2014 MOTN CRYSTAL Motion For 0/R Release Or, In The Alan C Stephens 
Alternative.For A Bond Reduction 
NOTH CRYSTAL Notice Of Hearing Alan C Stephens 
HRHD CRYSTAL Hearing result for Motion scheduled on Alan C Stephens 
08/20/2014 01:15 PM: Hearing Held 
GRNT CRYSTAL Hearing result for Motion scheduled on Alan C Stephens 
08/20/2014 01:15 PM: Motion Granted 
HRHD CRYSTAL Hearing result for Felony Arraignment scheduled Alan C Stephens 
on 08/20/2014 01.15 PM: Hearing Held 
ARRN CRYSTAL Hearing result for Felony Arraignment scheduled Alan C Stephens 
on 08/20/2014 01:15 PM: Arraignment I First 
Appearance 
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Time: 10:02 AM ROA Report 
Page 3 of6 Case: CR-2014-0000258 Current Judge: Alan C Stephens 
Defendant: Huffaker, Jon Steven 
State of Idaho vs. Jon Steven Huffaker 
Date Code User Judge 
8/20/2014 HRSC CRYSTAL Hearing Scheduled (Motion 08/21/2014 11 :00 Alan C Stephens 
AM) 
HRSC CRYSTAL Hearing Scheduled (Pretrial Conference Alan C Stephens 
11/19/2014 01:30 PM) 
HRSC CRYSTAL Hearing Scheduled (Jury Trial 12/11/2014 09:00 Alan C Stephens 
AM) 
CRYSTAL Notice Of Hearing Alan C Stephens 
PLEA CRYSTAL A Plea is Entered for Charge - NG (118-905(a) Alan C Stephens 
Assault-Aggravated With a Deadly Weapon or 
Instrument Without the Intent to Kill) 
8/21/2014 CONT CRYSTAL Hearing result for Motion scheduled on Alan C Stephens 
08/21/2014 11 :00 AM: Continued 
8/22/2014 RETN LAILA Return Of Service-NCO-Jon Steven Huffaker Alan C Stephens 
RETN LAILA Return Of Service-NCO-Benjamin John Savage Alan C Stephens 
MINO LAILA Minute Entry & Order-Arraignment Alan C Stephens 
MINO LAILA Minute Entry & Order-Motion for Own Alan C Stephens 
Recognizance Release/Bond Reduction-DENIED 
8/29/2014 ORDR CRYSTAL Order Setting Pretrial and Jury Trial Alan C Stephens 
9/4/2014 ORDR CRYSTAL Amended Order Setting Pretrial and Jury Trial Alan C Stephens 
SUPP CRYSTAL State's Supplemental Response To Defendant's Alan C Stephens 
Request For Discovery 
9/11/2014 AFFD CRYSTAL Affidavit In Support Of Motion To Suppress Alan C Stephens 
MOTN CRYSTAL Motion For Transcript Of Preliminary Hearing Alan C Stephens 
MOTN CRYSTAL Motion To Supress Pursuant To ICR 12(b)(3) Alan C Stephens 
NOTH CRYSTAL Notice Of Disposition Hearing Alan C Stephens 
HRSC CRYSTAL Hearing Scheduled (Motion to Suppress Alan C Stephens 
10/15/2014 01:30 PM) 
ORDR CRYSTAL Order For Transcript Of Preliminary Hearing Alan C Stephens 
9/16/2014 DOSI CRYSTAL Subpoena: Document Service Issued: on Alan C Stephens 
9/16/2014 to Jon Steven Huffaker; Assigned to 
Custer County Sheriff's Officer. Service Fee of 
$0.00. Benjamin J Savage 
DOSI CRYSTAL Subpoena: Document Service Issued: on Alan C Stephens 
9/16/2014 to Jon Steven Huffaker; Assigned to 
Custer County Sheriff's Officer. Service Fee of 
$0.00. Gregory Willie Earle 
DOSI CRYSTAL Subpoena: Document Service Issued: on Alan C Stephens 
9/16/2014 to Jon Steven Huffaker; Assigned to 
Custer County Sheriff's Officer. Service Fee of 
$0.00. Patricia Earle 
9/19/2014 CONT CRYSTAL Hearing result for Motion scheduled on Alan C Stephens 
10/15/2014 01:30 PM: Continued 
HRSC CRYSTAL Hearing Scheduled (Motion to Suppress Alan C Stephens 
10/15/2014 02:00 ~M) 
Date: 12/23/2014 Se Jh Judicial District Court - Custer Cou User: CRYSTAL 
Time: 10:02 AM ROA Report 
Page 4 of6 Case: CR-2014-0000258 Current Judge: Alan C Stephens 
Defendant: Huffaker, Jon Steven 
State of Idaho vs. Jon Steven Huffaker 
Date Code User Judge 
9/19/2014 CRYSTAL Notice Of Hearing Alan C Stephens 
9/25/2014 DOSS CRYSTAL Subpoena: Document Returned Served on Alan C Stephens 
9/21/2014 to Jon Steven Huffaker; Assigned to 
Custer County Sheriffs Officer. Service Fee of 
$0.00. 
RETN CRYSTAL Return Of Service-Patricia Earle-Subpoena Alan C Stephens 
DOSS CRYSTAL Subpoena: Document Returned Served on Alan C Stephens 
9/21/2014 to Jon Steven Huffaker; Assigned to 
Custer County Sheriffs Officer. Service Fee of 
$0.00. 
RETN CRYSTAL Return Of Service-Gregory Earle-Subpoena Alan C Stephens 
DOSS CRYSTAL Subpoena: Document Returned Served on Alan C Stephens 
9/22/2014 to Jon Steven Huffaker; Assigned to 
Custer County Sheriffs Officer. Service Fee of 
$0.00. 
RETN CRYSTAL Return Of Service-Benjamin Savage-Subpoena Alan C Stephens 
9/29/2014 TRAN LAILA Transcript Filed Alan C Stephens 
SUPP LAILA State's 2nd Supplemental Response To Request Alan C Stephens 
For Discovery 
9/30/2014 MEMO CRYSTAL Memorandum In Support Of Defendant's Motion Alan C Stephens 
To Supress 
10/6/2014 MEMO LAILA State's Memorandum in Opposition to Alan C Stephens 
Defendant's Motion to Suppress 
10/7/2014 STIP CRYSTAL Stipulation Re: Court's Use Of The Electronic Alan C Stephens 
Recording Of Oral Affidavit In Support Of Search 
Warrant In Defendant's Motion To Suppress 
10/10/2014 MOTN LAILA Motion to Compel Defendant's Response to Alan C Stephens 
State's Request for Discovery; Notice of Hearing 
HRSC LAILA Hearing Scheduled (Motion to Compel Alan C Stephens 
11/19/2014 02:00 PM) 
10/15/2014 HRHD CRYSTAL Hearing result for Motion to Compel scheduled Alan C Stephens 
on 11/19/2014 02:00 PM: Hearing Held 
HRHD CRYSTAL Hearing result for Motion to Suppress scheduled Alan C Stephens 
on 10/15/2014 02:00 PM: Hearing Held 
10/17/2014 MOTN LAILA Motion to Exclude Evidence Alan C Stephens 
NOHR LAILA Notice Of Hearing On Motion To Exclude Alan C Stephens 
Evidence 
NCOM LAILA Notice Of Compliance Alan C Stephens 
HRSC LAILA Hearing Scheduled (Motion 11/19/2014 01:30 Alan C Stephens 
PM) Motion to Exclude Evidence 
MINE CRYSTAL Minute Entry Alan C Stephens 
ORDR CRYSTAL Decision And Order Re Motion To Suppress Alan C Stephens 
10/20/2014 MOTN LAILA Motion in Limine; Notice of Hearing Alan C Stephens 
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Date: 12/23/2014 
Time: 10:02 AM 
Page 5 of6 
Se th Judicial District Court - Custer Cou 
ROA Report 
Case: CR-2014-0000258 Current Judge: Alan C Stephens 
Defendant: Huffaker, Jon Steven 
User: CRYSTAL 
State of Idaho vs. Jon Steven Huffaker 
Date 
10/20/2014 
10/24/2014 
10/28/2014 
11/4/2014 
11/12/2014 
11/13/2014 
11/14/2014 
11/18/2014 
11/19/2014 
11/20/2014 
11/21/2014 
Code 
HRSC 
HRVC 
STEL 
SUPP 
JUIN 
JUIN 
JUIN 
JUIN 
SUPP 
MEMO 
MEMO 
SUPP 
WITN 
HRHD 
GRNT 
HRHD 
HRHD 
MINE 
WITN 
JUID 
JUID 
JUID 
JUID 
MISC 
User 
LAILA 
CRYSTAL 
CRYSTAL 
LAILA 
CRYSTAL 
CRYSTAL 
CRYSTAL 
CRYSTAL 
CRYSTAL 
CRYSTAL 
CRYSTAL 
LAILA 
LAILA 
CRYSTAL 
CRYSTAL 
CRYSTAL 
CRYSTAL 
CRYSTAL 
LAILA 
LAILA 
LAILA 
LAILA 
LAILA 
CRYSTAL 
Judge 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion in Limine Alan C Stephens 
11/19/2014 01:30 PM) 
Hearing result for Motion to Compel scheduled Alan C Stephens 
on 11/19/2014 02:00 PM: Hearing Vacated 
State Exhibit List Alan C Stephens 
State's 3rd Supplemental Response To Request Alan C Stephens 
For Discovery 
State's Proposed Preliminary Jury Instructions 
Filed 
State's Proposed Final Jury Instructions Filed 
State's Proposed Preliminary Jury Instructions 
Filed 
Alan C Stephens 
Alan C Stephens 
Alan C Stephens 
State's Proposed Final Jury Instructions Filed Alan C Stephens 
Amended State's 3rd Supplemental Response To Alan C Stephens 
Defendant's Request For Discovery 
Memorandum In Support Of State's Motion In Alan C Stephens 
Lemine Re Impeachment Evidence 
Correction To Memorandum In Support Of States Alan C Stephens 
Motion In Limine Re Impeachment Evidence 
State's 4th Supplemental Response To Request Alan C Stephens 
For Discovery 
State's Witness List Alan C Stephens 
Hearing result for Motion in Limine scheduled on Alan C Stephens 
11/19/2014 01:30 PM: Hearing Held 
Hearing result for Motion in Limine scheduled on Alan C Stephens 
11/19/2014 01:30 PM: Motion Granted 
Hearing result for Motion scheduled on Alan C Stephens 
11/19/2014 01:30 PM: Hearing Held Motion to 
Exclude Evidence 
Hearing result for Pretrial Conference scheduled Alan C Stephens 
on 11/19/2014 01:30 PM: Hearing Held 
Minute Entry 
Defendant's Witness List 
Defendant's Propsed Preliminary Jury 
Instructions-Clean 
Defendant's Propsed Preliminary Jury 
Instructions-Dirty 
Defendant's Proposed Final Jury 
Instructions-Clean 
Defendant's Proposed Final Jury 
Instructions-Dirty 
Decision And Order Re: Motion To Exclude 
Evidence 
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Alan C Stephens 
Alan C Stephens 
Alan C Stephens 
Alan C Stephens 
Alan C Stephens 
Alan C Stephens 
Alan C Stephens 
Date: 12/23/2014 Se nth Judicial District Court - Custer Cou User: CRYSTAL 
Time: 10:02 AM ROA Report 
Page 6 of6 Case: CR-2014-0000258 Current Judge: Alan C Stephens 
Defendant: Huffaker, Jon Steven 
State of Idaho vs. Jon Steven Huffaker 
Date Code User Judge 
11/25/2014 HRVC CRYSTAL Hearing result for Jury Trial scheduled on Alan C Stephens 
12/11/2014 09:00 AM: Hearing Vacated 
NOTA CRYSTAL NOTICE OF APPEAL Alan C Stephens 
APSC CRYSTAL Appealed To The Supreme Court Alan C Stephens 
STAT CRYSTAL STATUS CHANGED: Inactive Alan C Stephens 
12/2/2014 CCOA CRYSTAL Clerk's Certificate Of Appeal Alan C Stephens 
12/15/2014 STIP CRYSTAL Stipulation For Release On Recognizance With Alan C Stephens 
Conditions 
12/16/2014 STIP CRYSTAL Amended Stipulation For Release On Alan C Stephens 
Recognizance With Conditions 
12/17/2014 ORDR CRYSTAL Order Releasing Defendant On Own Alan C Stephens 
Recognzance 
NLT CRYSTAL Notice Of Lodging Transcript On Appeal Alan C Stephens 
TRAN CRYSTAL Transcript Filed Alan C Stephens 
12/18/2014 MISC CRYSTAL Certificate Of Exhibits Alan C Stephens 
12/23/2014 MISC CRYSTAL Clerks Certificate Alan C Stephens 
CERS CRYSTAL Certificate Of Service Alan C Stephens 
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OFFICE OF PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
VAL SIEGEL, Prosecuting Attorney #3749 
521 Main Street 
Challis, Idaho 83226 
Phone: (208) 879-4383 
Fax:(208) 879-2498 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CUSTER 
STATE OF IDAHO, No. CR-2014- 25 D 
Plaintiff, 
vs. COMPLAINT - Criminal 
JON STEVEN HUFF AKER 
 
Viol of I.C. 18-905(a), Aggravated 
Assault, a Felony, Count One 
Address: 4 70 Challis Creek Road 
PO Box 1350 
Challis, ID 83226 
Defendant. 
ST ATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Custer ) 
PERSONALLY APPEARED Before me this l q~ay of July, 2014, Val 
Prosecuting Attorney, who, being duly sworn, complains and says: 
Siegel, 
COUNT ONE 
That the defendant, Jon Steven Huffaker, on or about the 12th day of July, 2014, in 
the County of Custer, State ofldaho, did intentionally, unlawfully, and with a deadly 
weapon, threaten by word or act to do violence to the person of Ben Savage, coupled 
1. COMPLAINT - CRIMINAL 
12 
07:13:14 
with the apparent ability to do so, and did some act which created a well-founded fear 
in Ben Savage that such violence was imminent. 
All of which is contrary to the form of the statute in such case made and provided and 
against the peace and dignity of the State of Idaho. 
Said complainant therefore prays that said defendant be dealt 
VA SIEGEL 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this~ of July, 2014. 
2. COMPLAINT - CRIMINAL 
07:13:14 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DI~T-R-ICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY O~~"Q~lN< 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
-vs-
Jon Steven Huffaker 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Defendant, ) 
) 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Custer ) 
CaseNo. f)Q-,;}0\4-0WLtY ~-20\4- 2 ~ AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF 
PROBABLE CAUSE 
ATTACHED TO COMPLAINT 
) 
I, Deputy Levi Maydole, being first duly sworn, state as follows: 
I am the arresting officer or one of the officers involved in the arrest of the above-named defendant 
and in such capacity state that I have personal knowledge of the facts upon which the defendant was placed 
under arrest for the following offence(s): Aggravated Assault (weapon involved) 18-905 
I offer this affidavit as support of a fmding of probable cause for the arrest of defendant. 
On back of this Affidavit is my Probable Cause Declaration which was prepared in reference to.the 
above entitled action which I believe to be true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and said 
statement is incorporated herein be reference. 
Seal 
Dated this 14 day ofJuly, 20 14. 
~\\\\\\\IHllllll//////1, ~~~N CL~ 1q~ ~n~ ... •·····--·.!::-'~ ~ ~ v...... ·~~~ ~ ":r/ .... ~~ /j/ NOTARY \~\ 
= ! iG> e 
=~i -·- im== :::....,. : -
~..,\\ ;;:!i 
-- ;::; ~. PuauC .. ~
ij:!: .n.'· "'· § ~ ,,,.,....... ··<).O ~ ~ '..if~ ........... ·~··p # 
~,, •c: OF \0 '!..~~ 1111111111111111\\\\\\~ 
359~{} 
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CUSTER COUNTY SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT 
Crime Summary Information 
PROBABLE CAUSE DECLARATION 
Arrestee: Jon S. Huffaker 
 
 
Address: PO Box 1350 Challis Idaho 
Booking Charges: Aggravated Assault (weapon involved) 18-905 
~ 
Date/Time of Arrest: 7/12/2014 6:40 a.m. 
Arresting Officer: Deputy Levi Maydoie #230 
Supplemental Holds: 
FACTS ESTABLISHING ELEMENTS AND IDENTIFICATION OF DEFENDANT: 
On July 12, 2014 at approx. 5 a.m. Ben Savage came into the Custer County Sherifrs 
Office to report that Jon Huffacker had pulled a gun on him. 
I, Deputy Levi Maydole, responded to the office and spoke with Ben. I observed that 
Ben was scared and upset. He was physically shaking and told me that he was afraid 
for his life. 
I asked Ben to explain the incident in his own words. Ben told me that he had parked 
his truck in front of Jon Huffacker's trailer located on Challis Creek on the property 
belonging to Willie Earl. Ben said that Huffacker had been working for him, building 
fence. Savage said that they walked to the bar and stayed till closing. He told me that 
they walked back to Huffacker's trailer and Ben told Huffacker that he was going to 
sleep in his truck. Huffacker walked over to the Earl's residence for more beer, 
according to Willie Earl. Earl told Huffacker to go to bed and he left. 
Ben said that around 4:30 a.m. Huffacker woke him up and threatened to shoot him 
by pointing a rifle in his face. Ben said that Huffacker did not give him a reason. Ben 
said that Huffacker came out of his trailer with a rifle, he believed to be a 264 bolt 
action Winchertser rifle, Ben said that Huffacker opened and closed the bolt as if to 
load the weapon then pointed the rifle at Ben and told him, I'm going to shoot you, 
have you ever heard one of these go off. Ben said that Huffacker unloaded the gun and 
reloaded it in front of him and pointed the gun back at him. Ben was able to talk 
Huffacker down and was able to get to his truck and drive to the Custer County 
Sherifrs Office. 
Sgt. Shawn Kramer located Huffacker and detained Huffacker at 6:05 a.m. At the 
Custer County Sherifrs Office I interviewed Huffacker. I asked Huffacker if he had 
pointed a gun at Ben Savage. Huffacker told me yes, that he had pointed his rifle at 
Savage because Savage had hit him and he just blew up. I asked him why he pointed a 
gun at Ben. He told me that Ben had hit him, when he went to wake Ben up. Huffacker 
said that if someone hits him he will just mow them down, with all the surgerys that he 
15 
has had if someone like Ben hits him he'll just smok'em. Huffacker told me that when 
he pointed the gun at Ben, he told Ben, "have you ever heard one of these go off." I 
asked Huffacker if he was going to actually shot Ben. He said no. I asked him if he was just trying to scare him. Huffacker told me, yes. 
I told Huffacker that he was under arrest and going to be placed into jail. We gave 
Huffacker a phone call and he called Katie Ike. I overheard Huffacker tell Katie that 
because Ben put him in here he was just going to kill Ben. He said that he was just 
going to twist his head right off and that would not be hard. 
Place of Arrest: Challis Idaho, Custer County Sherifrs Office 
Number or Prior Arrests: ~ Misdemeanor~ 
Currently on: ParoleO Probation D 
Name, Address and phone number of P.O. __ 
On the Basis of: The officer's Declaration D 
FelonyO 
Bail D 
Reports Reviewed D 
I Hereby Declare that there: D IS O IS NOT 
Probable Cause to Believe Arrestee has Committed a Crime. 
Date: Time: 
Release D 
-------
-------------------Signature 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CUSTER 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
-VS-
JON STEVEN HUFF AKER, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) CASE NO. CR-2014-258 
) 
) MINUTE ENTRY 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
The above matter came on this 14th day of July, 2014, for his first appearance before The Honorable Charles L. Roos, Magistrate Judge, at the Custer County Courthouse, Challis, Idaho. The defendant, Jon Steven Huffaker was present. Prosecuting Attorney, Val Siegel, Esq. was present for the State. 
Judge Roos asked the defendant if he was under the influence any drugs legal or otherwise 
and the defendant answered no. Judge Roos further inquired of the defendant ifhe reads writes and 
understands the English language and the defendant answered yes. 
The defendant stated that he has received a copy of the complaint and would waive the formal reading. 
Judge Roos advised the defendant of his rights and the nature of the charge as well as the 
maximum penalties. The defendant stated that he understood. 
The defendant requested court appointed counsel. After inquiry of the defendant as to his financial situation Judge Roos appointed Mr. Cannon. 
Judge Roos explains that he has no authority to take a plea in Magistrate Court, however, 
the matter would be set for a Preliminary Hearing within 14 days. At this Preliminary Hearing it 
would be decided if there was sufficient evidence that it was more probable than not that the defendant was the person that committed the crime and, if so found, the case would be Bound Over 
to District Court for a plea. A Preliminary Hearing was set for July 28th, 2014, at the hour of 1:15 p.m. 
17 
Judge Roos set bail in the amount of $500,000, with terms and conditions should the defendant post baiL The defendant was remanded back to the custody of the Custer County Sheriff's Office. 
A No Contact Order was entered for Ben Savage. 
Done and dated this 14th day of July, 2014 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on July 14th, 2014 a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing was served by the method indicated below and addressed to each of the following: 
Val Siegel, Esq. Email 
David Cannon, Esq. Email 
19 
Case No. CR-2014-0000258 201~ JUL 14 PM 3: 55 Plaintiff, 
vs. 
Jon Steven Huffaker 
Defendant, 
TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF 
OWN RECOGNIZANCE RELEASE 
OR CONDITIONS OF BAIL 
.,.. ) ~ The Defendant is remanded to the custody of the Custer County Sheriff in lieu of ~ft?J ~ 
bail. If bond is posted the defendant is released under the following terms and conditions.~ 
D 2. The defendant is released on his/her own recognizance under the following terms and conditions. 
Cc: 
~he defendant shall not leave the State of Idaho without written permission of the Court. 
~ D B. 'The defendant shall not possess nor consume any alcoholic beverages nor shall the 
defendant enter any establishment whose primary purpose is the sale of any alcoholic 
Beverages. 
~ defendant shall not violate any laws of this state, any other state or the United States. 
~e defendant shall maintain weekly contact with counsel and shall inform the Court and 
counsel within 24 hours of any change of address/residence/telephone number. 
~ defendant must make all court appearances. 
~ defendant must submit to testing for the consumption of alcohol and/or drugs 
D G. 
0 H. 
0 I. 
whenever requested by the Court, the probation officer or a police officer, be it by blood, breath 
or urine at the expense of the defendant. 
-----------------------------
-----------------------------
---------------------c,,.-:;'T"r"r-e,.,-...,:,....,.......------
Dated qi[4-(f 4-
File 
Defendant 
Jail 
Probation 
Dated z-;q'-/£ 
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SEV ' . ' JDICIAL DISTRICT COURT, S i/S"- IDAHO Te:}{·, 
STATE OF IDAHO 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
Jon Steven Huffaker 
PO Box 1350 
Challis, ID 83226 
Defendant. 
 
 
DL or 
 
1 :AND FOR THE COUNTY OF C 
MAIN STREET, PO BOX 385 
CHALLIS, IDAHO 83226 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No: CR-2014-0000258 
ORDER APPOINTING PUBLIC DEFENDER 
The Court being fully advised as to the application of Jon Steven Huffaker, and it appearing to be a proper case, 
NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that an attorney be appointed through the: 
Public Defender's Office 
David M Cannon Esq 
75 East Judicial Street 
Blackfoot ID 83221 
(208) 785-1940 
Public Defender for the County of Custer, State of Idaho, a duly licensed attorney in the State of Idaho, is hereby appointed to represent said Defendant, Jon Steven Huffaker, in all proceedings in the above entitled case. 
The Defendant is further advised that he/she may be required to reimburse the Court for all or part of the cost of court appointed counsel. 
DEFENDANT MUST STAY IN CONTACT WITH COUNSEL ON A WEEKLY BASIS APPRISED OF HIS/HER ADDRESS & PHONE NIUMBER. FAILURE TO DO SO _ ,c,LJ.'\"-~~ 
INCARCERATION. 
Date: Monday, July 14, 2014 
Copies to: 
[X] Prosecutor (Val Siegel (County) Esq) [X] Public Defender 
[X] Defendant 
Order Appointing Public Defender 
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[X] Email 
[X] Email / ''"fc5Dfi\ · [X] Hand Delivered tor~ .•.. :·-· -<'. ,· ·· ,0~,,"? '··· 
/..::]~J/ " 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL ORIGINAL STATE OF IDAHO 
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CUSTER 
State of Idaho ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
i8 
Case No: CR-2014-0000258 Plaintiff, 
vs. Agency Sheriff __ Challis __ Stanley 
__ Mackay __ Other: ___ _ Jon Steven Huffaker 
 
 
PO Box 1350 
Challis, ID 83226 
Defendant, NO CONTACT ORDER 
0 Dismissed by Judge--------
Date: 
--------
YOU HA VE BEEN CHARGED WITH VIOLATING THE FOLLOWING IDAHO CODE SECTION(S): 
_X_ 18-901 Assault 
__ 18-903 Battery 39-6312 Violation of Protection Order 
__ 18-918 Domestic Assault or Battery __ 18-7905 Stalking Other ____ --r..rnn'T'T""'"l'",...,.....,.....,rr COS !'ER COUNTY SHERIFF 
against Ben Savage, the Alleged Victim: 
 
 
ADDRESS 491 Foothills Rd, Challis, Idaho 83226 (must have 2 identifiers for ILETS entry), the ALLEGED VICTIM: 
DATE ~-lY----\L\ 
TIME \-Jc)\ 
ID# ~'"2..llo 
THIS COURT, having personal and subject matter jurisdiction, HEREBY ORDERS THAT YOU, THE DEFENDANT, ARE TO HA VE NO CONTACT DIRECTLY OR INDIRECTLY WITH THE ALLEGED VICTIM. Do not knowingly follow, communicate in any way or by any means (including another person); nor harass or otherwise make, attempt to make, or allow contact o victim(s) or his or her family. Do not knowingly go, or remain, within 300 feet of the alleged victim's person, property, residence, workplace or school. 
1IF THIS ORDER REQUIRES YOU TO LEA VE A RESIDENCE SHARED WITH THE ALLEGED VICTIM, you must contact an appropriate law enforcement agency for an officer to accompany you while you remove any necessary personal belongings, including an tools required for your work. The agency will schedule the removal of these items within 48 hours of contact, if at all possible. If dispu1 the officer will make a preliminary determination as to what are necessary personal belongings; and in addition, may restrict or reschedu the time spent on the premises. 
VIOLATION OF THIS ORDER IS A SEP ARA TE CRIME UNDER Idaho Code 18-920 for which no bail will be set until you appear before a judge. It is subject to a penalty ofup to ONE YEAR IN JAIL and up to a $1,000.00 FINE. THIS ORDER CAN BE MODIFIEI ONLY BY A JUDGE. 
A violation ofa No Contact Order is punishable by a fine not exceeding one thousand dollars ($1,000) or by imprisonment in the country jail not to exceed one (I) year, or both. Any person who pleads guilty to or is found guilty ofa violation of this section who previously h pied guilty to or been found guilty of two (2) violations of this section, or of any substantially conforming foreign criminal violation or ar combination thereof, notwithstanding the form of the Judgment or Withheld Judgment, within five (5) years of the first conviction, shall l guilty of a felony and shall be punished by imprisonment in the state prison for a term not to exceed five (5) years or by a fine no to exce( five thousand dollars ($5,000), or by both fine and imprisonment. No bond shall be set for this violation until the person charged is brou! before the Court, which will set bond. Further, any such violation may result in the increase, revocation or modification of the bond set it the underlying charge for which the No Contact Order was imposed. 
Should any provision of this No Contact Order conflict with a later Civil Domestic Violence Protection Order relating to this defendant, ti terms of the Civil Domestic Violence Protection Order shall control. 
D Respondent represents a credible threat to the physical safety of the victim and is notified that, IF YOU HA VE A FIREARM OR AMMUNITION, YOU SHOULD IMMEDIATELY DISPOSE OF THE FIREARM OR AMMUNITION: 
A copy of this Order shall be sent to the records department of the sheriff's office in the issuing county by the next judicial day and THE ORDER SHALL BE ENTERED INTO THE IDAHO LAW ENFORCElvlENT TELECOMMUNICATIONS SYSTEM. This No Contact Order will expire at the time the defendant is sentenced or the case is dismissed, unless otherwise ordered by the Court. 
Unless otherwise ordered by this court, this order shall remain in effect until: July 28t\ 2014 at 11:59 P.M. 
22 
Judge~~ Date_~2£{4, 
Judge ~~Date~v/7' 
--o-_______ Date ____ _ 
--
0
- _______ Date ____ _ 
SPECIAL CONDITIONS: Authority is given to the following third party D Probation Officer D Attorney D Other: to assist in resolution of specific details approved by the Court during this period of No Contact. Other special conditions: 
---------------------
D SUPERVISED BY THE PROBATION OFFICER. It is hereby order~~titj};furt:her order of the Court you will be supervised by the Probation Officer and shall abide by the tep@,rircfc~"iictitiQri~·set forth by the Couri 
/ 1' 1/J' '\,-~~<\ 
IT IS SO ORDERED this 14th day of July, 2014. 
Date entered into ILETS __________ _, 20_, 
Date removed from ILETS 20___, by ___________ _ 
Copies to: Org. to Court 
Defendant 
Alleged Victim (s) 
Pros. Attorney 
Def. Attorney 
Probation 
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CUSTER COUNTY SHERIFF 
DATE ~~\\...\-\ Y 
TIME \1~\ 
ID # 'fY'\ C Ll(p 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT GF 1tH~ : . 
ST ATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CUSTE,&, 
,L._; t 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) 
Plaintiff, ) Case No. CR-2014-258 
) 
-vs- ) MINUTE ENTRY 
) 
JON STEVEN HUFFAKER, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
The above matter came on this 28th day of July, 2014, for PRELIMINARY HEARING before the Charles L. Roos, Magistrate Judge, in the Custer County Courthouse, Challis, Idaho. The defendant, Jon Steven Huffaker was present along with his Court appointed counsel, David Cannon, Esq. Val Siegel, Esq., Custer County Prosecutor was present on behalf of the State of Idaho and Bailiff Shawn Kramer. Also present were Deputy Clerks Laila Plummer and Crystal Kestler. 
Mr. Cannon made a motion to dismiss, the State made comments, the motion was denied. 
The State called Benjamin John Savage to the witness stand; the witness was sworn and testified. The witness identified the defendant. Defense counsel cross examined the witness. The 
witness was excused. 
The State called Levi Maydole to the witness stand; the witness was sworn and testified. Defense counsel made a motion to suppress; the State made comments; the court overruled. The State had exhibits handed to the witness. The State asked that the exhibits be admitted, defense 
counsel did not object, the exhibits were admitted. The witness was excused. 
The State rested. Defense counsel did not have any witnesses. The parties submitted. 
The Court found that there is sufficient evidence and bound the defendant, Jon Steven Huffaker, over to District Court, to appear before The Honorable Alan C. Stephens on Wednesday, the 20th day of August, 2014, at the hour of 1 : 15 p.m. 
Judge Roos continued the No Contact Order through the next court date. 
Dated this 28th day of July, 2014 
MINUTE ENTRY 
Laila Plummer 
Deputy Clerk 
1 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on July 28t\ 2014 a true and correct copy of the foregoing was by the method indicated below and addressed to each following: 
Val Siegel, Esq 
David Cannon, Esq 
MINUTE ENTRY 
Emailed 
Emailed 
25 
2 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CUSTER 
MAGISTRATE DIVISION 
IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, CASE NO. CR-2014-0000258 
,, 
,LJ 
'' 
-vs-
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
ORDER BINDING DEFENDANT OVER AND 
ORDER SETTING TIME FOR ARRAIGNMENT Jon Steven Huffaker 
Defendant. 
It appearing to me that the above named defendant, Jon Steven Huffaker, has been charged with the crime of COUNT 1: Assault-Aggravated With a Deadly Weapon or Instrument Without the Intent to Kill I.C.:I18-905(a) as set forth in the complaint on file herein. That the defendant has (requested) a preliminary hearing on the complaint. 
It further appearing to me that there is sufficient probable cause to believe that the crime has been committed and sufficient probable cause to believe that the above named defendant committed that crime. 
NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Jon Steven Huffaker be bound over to the District Court set forth above to appear before that Court on the within named charge. 
AND IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant be admitted to bail in the sum of $500,000 and that he be remanded to the custody of the Sheriff of Custer County until such bail has been posted. 
AND IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the above named defendant be brought before THE HONORABLE ALAN C. STEPHENS, DISTRICT JUDGE, on the 20th day of August, 2014, at the hour of 1:15 o'clock P.M., for ARRAIGNMENT on the charge as set forth in the Prosecuting Attorney's Information on file herein. 
DONE AND DA TED at Challis, Idaho, this 28th day of July, 2013. 
Charles 
Magistrate Judg~~ CERTIFICATE OF MAILING ~~ , .-On the 28th day of July, 2014, I, Laila Plummer, certify that I mailed a full and true copy of the foregoing~ sectirely sealed in an envelope with postage prepaid to: 
Val Siegel (County) Esq, 
David M Cannon Esq, 
Emailed X Hand Delivered 
Emailed X Hand Delivered 
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US Mail 
BARBARA C. TIERNEY, Glerk ; , ' " 
By 
OFFICE OF PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
VAL SIEGEL, Prosecuting Attorney #3749 
521 Main Street 
Challis, Idaho 83226 
Phone: (208) 879-4383 
Fax:(208) 879-2498 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CUSTER 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
v.s. 
JON STEVEN HUFFAKER, 
 
Plaintiff, 
ADDRESS: 470 Challis Creek Rd. 
P.O. Box 1350 
Challis, ID 83226 
Defendant. 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
No. CR-2014-0258 
INFORMATION PART I 
Viol of I.C. 18-905(a), Aggravated Assault, 
a Felony, Count One 
Val Siegel, Prosecuting Attorney in and for the County of Custer, State of Idaho, who prosecutes 
in its behalf, comes now into Court, and does accuse Jon Steven Huffaker of the crime(s) of 
Count I, LC. l 8-905(a), Aggravated Assault, a Felony committed as follows: 
COUNT! 
That the Defendant, Jon Steven Huffaker, on or about the 12th day of July, 2014, in 
the County of Custer, State ofldaho, did intentionally, unlawfully, and with a deadly 
weapon, threaten by word or act to do violence to the person of Ben Savage, coupled 
with the apparent ability to do so, and did some act which created a well-founded fear 
in Ben Savage that such violence was immanent. 
All of which is contrary to the form of the statute in such case made and provided and 
against the peace and dignity of the State of Idaho. 
27 
Said complainant prays that said defendant be dealt with according to law. 
Dated this 't{~ay of July, 2014. 
VAL GEL 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify that, on July d q , 2014, I served a copy of the State's Information on the 
following in the manner indicated: 
David Cannon, Esq. 
75 East Judicial St. 
Blackfoot, ID 83221 
~ail 
D Facsimile 
D 
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D Hand-delivery 
D Courthouse box 
OFFICE OF PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
VAL SIEGEL, Prosecuting Attorney #3749 
521 Main Street 
Challis, Idaho 83873 
Phone: (208) 879-4383 
Fax:(208) 879-2498 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CUSTER 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
V.S. 
JON STEVEN HUFF AKER, 
 
 
I 
I 
Plaintiff, I 
I 
I 
I 
ADDRESS: 470 Challis Creek Rd. 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
P.O. Box 1350 
Challis, ID 83226 I Defendant. 1 
No. CR-2014-0258 
INFORMATION PART II 
DEADLY WEAPON 
SENTENCING ENHANCEMENT 
Val Siegel, Custer County, Prosecuting Attorney in and for the County of Custer, State of 
Idaho, who in the name and by the authority of said State prosecutes in its behalf, in proper person 
comes now into the above-entitled Court and gives the Court to understand and be informed that, 
as Part II of the Information on file herein, the defendant, Jon Steven Huffaker, is alleged to have 
used a deadly weapon to wit: a .264 Winchester magnum model 70 Winchester rifle, in the 
commission of a crime alleged in Part I of this Information to-wit: Aggravated Assault, Count I. 
WHEREFORE, the said defendant, should be sentenced accordingly pursuant to Section 
19-2520 of the Idaho Code, upon conviction of Count I in Part I of the Information. 
DATED this~~ of July, 2014. 
PROSECUTil-lG ATTORt~EY 
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I certify that, on July .J{J_, 20 
manner indicated: 
David Cannon, Esq. 
75 East Judicial St. 
Blackfoot, ID 83221 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
r-Mail 
D Facsimile 
D Hand-delivery 
D Court Box 
@L~ 
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Val Siegel, ISB No. 3749 
Custer County Prosecuting Attorney 
521 Main Street 
P.O. Box 630 
Challis, ID 83226 
Telephone: 208-879-4383 
Facsimile: 208-879-2498 
-6 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CUSTER 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
V. 
JONS. HUFF AKER, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CR-2014-0258 
MOTION TO CONTINUE NO 
CONTACT ORDER; NOTICE OF 
HEARING 
______________ ) 
COMES NOW Val Siegel, Custer County Prosecuting Attorney, and moves the Court 
for a for its order continuing the no contact order protecting the alleged victim, Ben 
Savage, dated July 14, 2014 for the reason that said order will lapse August 20, 2014and 
the reasons for its original institution are still extant. 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that this motion will be brought on for hearing before 
the Court on the 201h day of August, 2014 at the time of 1: 15 p.m. or as soon thereafter as 
counsel may be heard. 
Dated: August S , 2014. 
Val S egel, Prosecuting Attorney 
ST. v. Huffaker 
Motion to Continue No Contact Order; Notice of Hearing - Page I 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify that, on August~, 2014, I served a copy of the Motion to Continue No 
Contact Order; Notice of Hearing on the following in the manner indicated: 
David Cannon, Esq. 
75 East Judicial St. 
Blackfoot, ID 83221 
ST. v. Huffaker 
~ail 
D Facsimile 
D E-Mail 
Motion to Continue No Contact Order; Notice of Hearing - Page 2 
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D Hand-delivery 
David M. Cannon 
CANNON LAW, P.A. 
Custer County Public Defender 
75 E. Judicial 
Blackfoot, ID 83221 
Telephone: 208-785-1940 
Facsimile: 208-785-1591 
Attorney for Defendant 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CUSTER 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
V. 
JON HUFFAKER. 
Defendant, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CR-2014-0258 
MOTION FOR 0/R RELEASE 
OR, IN THE ALTERNATIVE, 
FOR A BOND REDUCTION 
Defendant, through counsel David M. Cannon, moves the Court for an Order of 
0/R release. In the alternative, Defendant moves the Court to reduce the amount of 
bond in this case. 
~ 
DATED this J day of August, 2014. 
David M. Cannon 
1 -MOTION FOR 0/R RELEASE OR, IN THE ALTERNATIVE, FOR A BOND REDUCTION 
33 
I : 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this j~ day of August, 2014, I caused to be 
served a true copy of the foregoing MOTION FOR 0/R RELEASE OR, IN THE 
ALTERNATIVE, FOR A BOND REDUCTION by the method indicated below, and 
addressed to each of the following: 
Val Siegel 
Custer County Prosecutor 
PO Box630 
Challis, ID 83226 
[. ] U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
[ J Hand Delivered 
[ ] Overnight Mail 
[jJFax 
David M. Cannon 
2 -MOTION FOR 0/R RELEASE OR, IN THE ALTERNATIVE, FOR A BOND REDUCTION 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH ruDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CUSTER 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
-VS-
JON STEVEN HUFF AKER, 
Defendant, 
) 
) 
) CASE NO. CR-2014-258 
) 
) 
) MINUTE ENTRY AND ORDER ) 
) 
) 
) 
The above matter came on this 21 51 day of August, 2014, for a Motion Own Recognizance Release/Bond Reduction before The Honorable Alan C. Stephens, District Judge, at the Custer County Courthouse, Challis, Idaho who was present via video conference from the Jefferson County Courthouse. Present for the State of Idaho was Val Siegel, Esq. The defendant Jon Huffaker was present and his court appointed Counsel David Cannon, Esq., appeared telephonically. Also present were Chief Deputy Mike Talbot and Deputy Clerk Crystal Kestler. 
Counsel advised the Court of their positions in this case. 
IT IS HEREBY THE ORDER OF THE COURT that the Motion for !5.el~ase, Own Recognizance, In the Alternative, For A Bond Reduction is DENIED. /<}'",)' 
Done and dated this 22 day of August, 2014 
35 
Alan C. Stephens 
District Judge 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on August~ 2014 a true and correct copy of the foregoing was served by the method indicated below and addressed to each of the following: 
Val Siegel, Esq. 
David M Cannon, Esq. 
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Email 
Email 
Laila Plumme;:f ,' 
Deputy Clerk' 
IN TIIB DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
2iJ -j OF TIIB STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CUSTER 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
-VS-
Jon Steven Huffaker, 
Defendant, 
) 
) 
) CASE NO. CR-2014-258 
) 
) MINUTE ENTRY AND ORDER 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
The above matter came on this 20th day of August, 2014, for a Felony Arraignment and 
Motion before The Honorable Alan C. Stephens, District Judge, at the Custer County Courthouse, 
Challis, Idaho who was present via video conference from the Jefferson County Courthouse. 
Present for the State ofldaho was Val Siegel, Esq. The defendant Jon Steven Huffaker was present 
with his court appointed Counsel David Cannon, Esq. Also present were Deputy Shawn Krammer 
and Deputy Clerks Laila Plummer and Ccystal Kestler. 
The Court informed the defendant of his rights. The court verified that the defendant had 
viewed the rights video. The defendant stated yes and that he understands. The Court inquired of 
the defendant if he had seen the Information, Mr. Huffaker stated that he had read Part I and II and 
he waived his formal reading. 
The defendant entered a plea of NOT GUILTY to the charge of COUNT I -
AGGRIV A TED ASSULT, a felony. 
The State presented the Motion to continue the no contact order; there were no objections. 
The Court granted the Motion to extend the no contact order. 
The Court asked if there was anything else and Mr. Cannon inquired of his Motion for or 
release or in the alternative for bond reduction. State made objections and Judge stated the Motion 
could not be heard today but could be heard in Lemhi county August 21st 2014 at 11 Am. 
The Court has scheduled a Pretrial for November 19th, 2014 and Jury Trial scheduled for 
December 11th and 12\ 2014 at 9:00 AM. 
Done and dated this 22 day of August, 2014 
37 
District Judge 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on Augu~ a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing was served by the method indicated below and addressed to each of the following: 
Val Siegel, Esq. 
David M Cannon, Esq. 
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Email 
Email 
f:q· :ii tai Ds~r 
Deputy Clerk 
BY~--~~~~~--....... ......_ IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CUSTER 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
Plaintiff, ) Case No. CR-2014-258 
) 
-vs.- ) ORDER SETTING PRETRIAL 
) AND JURY TRIAL Jon Steven Huffaker , ) 
Defendant. ) 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the above-entitled case is hereby set for a JURY TRIAL to 
commence on the 11th day ofNovember, 2014, at 9:00 a.m., for 2 days. Said trial will be held at the Custer County Courthouse in Challis, Idaho. 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: 
I. Discovery shall be expeditiously conducted in accordance with the provisions of I.C.R. 16. 
2. All pretrial motions must be filed in accordance with the provisions and time 
requirements of Idaho Criminal Rule 12. In all cases jlled outside of Jefferson County, copies of all motions, briefs, notices, and proposed jury instructions must he lodged with the judge in Jefferson County. 
3. Pursuant to I.C.R. 18, a formal PRETRIAL CONFERENCE, will be held on the 19th day ofNovember, 2014, at 1:30 p.m. 
a. Counsel for the parties and the defendant shall appear in person before this Court for the pretrial conference. Failure of the defendant to appear at this pretrial conference will result in a forfeiture of bail and the Court shall issue a bench warrant. Counsel shall be prepared to discuss settlement possibilities 
and other matters that would promote a fair and expeditious trial. 
b. The parties shall submit all proposed jury instructions and witness lists to the Court at the pretrial conference. Standard Idaho Criminal Jury Instructions (ICJI) may be submitted by listing each proposed instruction by its ICJI 
number. Any nonstandard instructions, or standard instructions which have been modified or tailored in any way (i.e., the elements of the offense or the 
verdict form), must be filed as a court set (not numbered) and as an attorney 
set (with blanks indicating whether the instruction was "given," "refused," 
etc.). Copies of the instructions should be sent by e-mail to the court clerk. 
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c. If either party intends to introduce evidence covered by Idaho Rules of 
Evidence 404, 405, 406, 410, 412, 608 or 609, that party must disclose such 
evidence to opposing counsel on or before the date of the pre-trial conference. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED THAT NOT LATER THAN SEVEN (7) DAYS BEFORE TRIAL 
each attorney shall: 
I . Exchange a descriptive list of exhibits proposed to offer into evidence, along with a 
copy of all proposed exhibits. 
2. File with the Clerk of the Court all exhibits they intend to introduce at trial, except 
those for impeachments. The State's Exhibits shall be numbered and the Defendant's 
exhibits shall be identified alphabetically. 
3. A duplicate set of all exhibits to be introduced, except those for impeachment, shall 
be placed in binders, indexed, and deposited with the clerk of the court. 
IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED THAT: 
1. Not later than three (3) days before trial, counsel for each party shall stipulate to those 
exhibits that may be received in evidence without objections, and file a written 
stipulation with the Clerk who will then mark such exhibits "admitted." 
2. No exhibits will be admitted into evidence at trial other than those disclosed, listed, 
and marked in accordance with this Order, except when offered for impeachment 
purposes. 
3. Notices to prospective jurors will be mailed fourteen (14) days prior to the 
commencement of the trial. Any change of plea entered after that time may result in 
either or both parties being assessed the cost of postage, copies, and other court 
administrative expenses incurred in sending the juror notices. 
4. This Order shall control the subsequent course of action unless modified for good 
cause shown to prevent manifest injustice. 
5. The Court may impose appropriate sanctions for violation of this Order. 
6. The Court will not grant continuances unless extraordinary circumstances exist and 
all parties waive their right to a speedy trial. 
ALTERNATE JUDGES: Notice is hereby given that the presiding judge assigned to 
this case intends to utilize the provisions of I.C.R 25(a)(6). Notice is given that if there are 
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multiple parties, any Disqualification pursuant to I.C.R. 25(b) & (c) is subject to a prior 
determination under I.C.R. 24(c). The panel of alternate judges consists of the followingjudges 
who have otherwise not been disqualified in this action Richard St. Clair, Gregory S. Anderson, 
Darla Williamson, William Woodland, Jon J. Shindurling, Joel E. Tingey, Dane H. Watkins, 
Jr., Gregory W. Moeller, Peter D. McDermott. 
DATED this 29th 
Copy: Prosecutor 
Defense Attorney 
day of August, 2014. 
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ALANC.STEP 
District Judge 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CUSTER 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
Plaintiff, ) 
-vs.-
Case No. CR-2014-258 
AMENDED ORDER SETTING 
PRETRIAL AND JURY TRIAL 
Jon Steven Huffaker, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the above-entitled case is hereby set for a JURY TRIAL to 
commence on the 11th day of December, 2014, at 9:00 a.m., for 2 days. Said trial will be held at 
the Custer County Courthouse in Challis, Idaho. 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: 
1. Discovery shall be expeditiously conducted in accordance with the provisions of 
I.C.R. 16. 
2. All pretrial motions must be filed in accordance with the prov1s10ns and time 
requirements of Idaho Criminal Rule 12. In all cases filed outside of Jefferson 
County, copies of all motions, briefs, notices, and proposed jury instructions must 
be lodged with the judge in Jefferson County. 
3. Pursuant to I.C.R. 18, a formal PRETRIAL CONFERENCE, will be held on the 19th 
day ofNovember, 2014, at 1:30 p.m. 
a. Counsel for the parties and the defendant shall appear in person before this 
Court for the pretrial conference. Failure of the defendant to appear at this 
pretrial conference will result in a forfeiture of bail and the Court shall issue a 
bench warrant. Counsel shall be prepared to discuss settlement possibilities 
and other matters that would promote a fair and expeditious trial. 
b. The parties shall submit all proposed jury instructions and witness lists to the 
Court at the pretrial conference. Standard Idaho Criminal Jury Instructions 
(ICJI) may be submitted by listing each proposed instruction by its ICJI 
number. Any nonstandard instructions, or standard instructions which have 
been modified or tailored in any way (i.e., the elements of the offense or the 
verdict form), must be filed as a court set (not numbered) and as an attorney 
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c. either party intends to introduce evidence covered by Idaho Rules of 
Evidence 404, 405, 406, 410, 412, 608 or 609, that party must disclose such 
evidence to opposing counsel on or before the date of the pre-trial conference. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED THAT NOT LATER THAN SEVEN (7) DAYS BEFORE TRIAL 
each attorney shall: 
I. 
') 
;;.,. 
3. 
Exchange a descriptive list of exhibits proposed to offer into evidence, along with a 
copy of all proposed exhibits. 
File with the Clerk of the Court all exhibits they intend to introduce at trial, except 
those for impeachments. The State's Exhibits shall be numbered and the Defendant's 
exhibits shall be identified alphabetically. 
A duplicate set of all exhibits to be introduced, except those for impeachment, shall 
be placed in binders, indexed, and deposited with the clerk of the court. 
IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED THAT: 
1. Not later than three (3) days before trial, counsel for each party shall stipulate to those 
exhibits that may be received in evidence without objections, and file a written 
stipulation with the Clerk who will then mark such exhibits "admitted." 
2. No exhibits will be admitted into evidence at trial other than those disclosed, listed, 
and marked in accordance with this Order, except when offered for impeachment 
purposes. 
3. Notices to prospective jurors will be mailed fourteen (14) days prior to the 
commencement of the trial. Any change of plea entered after that time may result in 
either or both parties being assessed the cost of postage, copies, and other court 
administrative expenses incurred in sending the juror notices. 
4. This Order shall control the subsequent course of action unless modified for good 
cause shown to prevent manifest injustice. 
5. The Court may impose appropriate sanctions for violation of this Order. 
6. The Court will not grant continuances unless extraordinary circumstances exist and 
all parties waive their right to a speedy trial. 
ALTERNATE JUDGES: Notice is hereby given that the presiding judge assigned to 
this case intends to utilize the provisions of I.C.R. 25(a)(6). Notice is given that if there are 
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multiple parties, any Disqualification pursuant to 25(b) & ( c) is subject to a prior 
determination under I.C.R. 24(c). The panel of alternate judges consists of the following judges 
who have otherwise not been disqualified in this action Richard St. Clair, Gregory S. Anderson, 
Darla Williamson, William Woodland, Jon J. Shindurling, Joel E. Tingey, Dane H. Watkins, 
Jr., Gregory W. Moeller, Peter D. McDermott. 
DATED September 4th, 2014. 
Copy: Prosecutor 
Defense Attorney 
District Judge 
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David M. Cannon 
CANNON LAW, P.A 
Custer County Public Defender 
75 E. Judicial 
Blackfoot, ID 83221 
Telephone: 208-785-1940 
Facsimile: 208-785-1591 
Attorney for Defendant 
· I l 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CUSTER 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
V. 
JON STEVEN HUFFAKER, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
_______________ .) 
Case No. CR-2014-258 
MOTION FOR TRANSCRIPT 
OF PRELIMINARY HEARING 
COMES NOW, the defendant Jon Huffaker, by and through his Attorney of Record, David 
M. Cannon Custer County Public Defender and moves the court for an order requiring the production of 
a Transcript of the Preliminary Hearing to be made at public expense. This motion is made pursuant to 
ICR 5.2, 54.1 and ICR 54.9. 
Defendant requests the transcripts be provided at public expense as Defendant is indigent and has 
previously been found by this court to be entitled to court appointed counsel. 
o,t, . 
Datedthis~dayof ~~ ,2014. ~............... 
David M. Cannon, Public Defender 
MOTION FOR TRANSCRIPT 
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II i 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the 9, 'f:: day of~ \xr. , 2014, in the manner indicated 
below, I served a true and correct copy the foregoing upon the following persons: 
( ) designated courthouse box 
( ) first class mail 
( ) hand delivered 
( ) fax 
c vY e~"'~ ( 
MOTION FOR TRANSCRIPT 
Val Siegel 
Custer County Prosecuting Attorney 
521 Main St 
P.O. Box 630 
Challis, ID 83226 
David M. Cannon, Public Defender 
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David M. Cannon 
CANNON LAW, P.A. 
Custer County Public Defender 
75 E. Judicial 
Blackfoot, ID 83221 
Telephone: 208-785-1940 
Facsimile: 208-785-1591 
Attorney for Defendant 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CUSTER 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
JON STEVEN HUFFAKER, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
______________ ) 
Case No. CR-2014-258 
ORDER FOR TRANSCRIPT 
OF PRELIMINARY HEARING 
This matter having come on the defendant's motion for transcript and good cause appearing the Court 
makes the following Order: 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: 
A transcript of the Preliminary Hearing in the above entitled case, shall be made at 
public expense and provided to Defendant's counsel and State's counsel pursuant to ICR 5.2, 54.1 and 
54.9, with a copy to the Court. Transcript shall be provided on or before the 8th day of 
_O_ct_o_b_e_r ______ , 2014. 
Dated this 11th day of September, 2014. 
Honorable District Ju 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the ~ay of ~ro\::.kt: 2014, in the manner indicated 
below, I served a true and correct copy of the foregomg upon the following persons: 
( ) designated courthouse box 
()<) Hi'St dtt3S fflftli ~~\ \ 
( ) hand delivered 
( ) fax 
( ) designated courthouse box 
(x) first clasi. matl- £~,\ 
( ) hand delivered 
( ) fax 
Order for Transcript 
David M. Cannon, Esq. 
75 E. Judicial 
Blackfoot, ID 83221 
Val Siegel 
Custer County Prosecuting Attorney 
521 Main St 
P.O. Box 630 
Challis, ID 83226 
Court Clerk: 
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David M. Cannon 
CANNON LAW, P.A. 
Custer County Public Defender 
75 E. Judicial 
Blackfoot, ID 83221 
Telephone: 208-785-1940 
Facsimile: 208-785-1591 
Attorney for Defendant 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CUSTER 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
V. 
JON STEVEN HUFFAKER, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CR-2014-258 
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION TO SUPPRESS 
II 
I certify under penalty of perjury that the following statements are true and accurate to the 
best of my knowledge and belief: 
1. I am the above named defendant, am over the age of 18 years and am competent 
as a witness in this state. 
2. On July 12, 2014, I was approached by Shawn Kramer of the Custer County 
Sheriff's office and asked to come to the police department. I was told that Ben 
Savage had made some allegations against me and they wanted to hear my story. 
3. I got in Deputy Kramer's truck and went to the Sheriff's department/jail. 
4. Once in the Sheriff's office, Deputy Maydole began to ask me questions about 
what happened earlier that morning between myself and Ben Savage. 
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Frequently there were at least two officers in the room, Deputy Maydole and 
Deputy Kramer. I was not to leave. 
6. At no point was I informed that I was under investigation for any crime, nor was I 
given or reminded of any rights that I may have. 
7. I had been drinking the night before and was still under the influence, which the 
deputies, knew. Deputy Kramer told me he thought I looked like I was still under 
the influence when he picked me up. 
STATE OF IDAHO 
County of C.u sf-e..,r 
VERIFICATION 
) 
)ss 
) 
Jon S. Huffaker, being first duly sworn upon oath, deposes and says: 
That he has read the foregoing answer, knows the contents thereof and that the 
Statements contained therein are true to the best of his kn wledge and belief. 
Jon S. Huffaker 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me this B ~ day of ~te,cM.\c_,. , 2014. 
N6~ l,;::>.AniO 
Residing at: '&\"'~+-
My Commission Expires: U / f 5 /2• ( 4 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the q1'1. day of~ D ~ku:: , 20 l in the manner indicated 
I served a true correct copy the for~ing upon the following persons: 
( ) designated courthouse box 
( ) first class mail 
( ) hand delivered 
( ~fax 
( ~ tw\."'-: l-
Affidavit In Support 
of Motion to Suppress 
Val Siegel 
Custer County Prosecuting Attorney 
521 Main St 
P.O. Box 630 
Challis, ID 83226 
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David M. Cannon 
CANNON LAW, P.A. 
Custer County Public Defender 
E. Judicial 
Blackfoot, ID 83221 
Telephone: 208-785-1940 
Facsimile: 208-785-1591 
Attorney for Defendant 
11 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CUSTER 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
V. 
JON STEVEN HUFFAKER, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
______________ ) 
Case No. CR-2014-258 
MOTION TO SUPRESS PURSUANT 
TO ICR 12(b )(3) 
COMES NOW, the defendant, Jon Steven Huffaker, by and through his attorney 
of record, David M. Cannon, Custer County Public Defender and Moves the court for an 
Order Suppressing the statements made by the defendant to Law Enforcement, 
including oral and written statements as being in violation of Miranda v. Arizona, 384 
U.S. 436 (1966) in the above entitled action. 
Further, the Defendant requests the Court supress any and all evidence seized 
pursuant to a search warrant executed on July 12, 2014 in this case. This motion is 
based on Probable Cause being having been made based on statements made by 
defendant in violation of Miranda, thus being the "fruit of the poisonous tree." The 
remaining information provided being insufficient to establish that the fruits of a crime 
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were likely be found in Defendant's camp trailer. This motion is based on ICR 
12(b)(3), and the record and files herein, and on the accompanying affidavit of 
Defendant 
Dated, this q~ day of ~~ , 2014 
David M. Cannon, Public Defender 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the ~ ~ day of ~,k...N. w , 2014, in the manner indicated 
below, I served a true and correct copy of the foregoing upon the following persons: 
( ) designated courthouse box 
( ) first class mail 
( ) hand delivered 
( ) fax 
l ~ e,W\ ,.,; , 
Motion to Suppress 
Val Siegel 
Custer County Prosecuting Attorney 
521 Main St 
P.O. Box 630 
Challis, ID 83226 
53 
David M. Cannon 
CANNON LAW, P.A. 
Custer County Public Defender 
75 E. Judicial 
Blackfoot, ID 83221 
Telephone: 208-785-1940 
Facsimile: 208-785-1591 
Attorney for Defendant 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CUSTER 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
V. 
JON STEVEN HUFF AKER, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CR-2014-258 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT 
OF DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO 
SUPPRESS 
I. FACTS 
On July 12, 2014, at around 5:00 a.m., Ben Savage appeared at the Custer County Sheriff's 
office to report an incident where Mr. Huffaker allegedly pointed a rifle at Mr. Savage and 
allegedly threatened to shoot him. After taldng the report, Custer County Deputies began looking 
for Mr. Huffaker. Huffaker was known to live in a camp trailer on the property of Willie Earl. 
At approximately 6:05 a.m. Sgt. Kramer located Huffaker who was walking his dog. Sgt. Kramer 
informed Huffaker that he was needed at the Sheriff's office to tell his side of the story regarding 
the incident with Mr. Savage. Sgt. Kramer states, "I told Jon that he seemed intoxicated and I 
could give him a ride to the Office ifhe liked to give Levi (Deputy Maydole), his side of the story." 
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Huffaker agreed and was transported to the Sheriffs office. 
Once at the Sherifrs office, Huffaker was taken to a room where a video camera 
was recording what went on. Deputy Maydole proceeds to question Huffaker about the incident 
Deputy Maydole never indicates to Huffaker that he is free to leave nor that he can stop answering 
questions at any time. During the questioning, which takes place in the Sherifrs office booking 
area, both Deputy Maydole and Sgt. Kramer are present (although, at times, Sgt. Kramer is in the 
adjacent room). It is clear from the video that Huffaker and both officers are acquainted. Deputy 
Maydole is in full uniform and Sgt. Kramer, although apparently moving around the building, is 
frequently in that doorway. At no time during the interrogation is Huffaker apprised of his rights 
per Miranda, and the interrogation is done under the guise of a misunderstanding for which 
Defendant needs to clear up by providing information. However, it is also clear that the 
questioning is intended to elicit incriminating responses. And it is apparent that Huffaker is still 
feeling the effects of the prior night and early alcohol morning consumption he had engaged in 
with the alleged victim. About seven minutes after the interview started, Deputy Maydole 
advised Huffaker that he was under arrest Still, there are no Miranda warnings, nor is Huffaker 
told he is being recorded, etc. 
Officers informed Huffaker that ifhe wished to pursue battery charges against the alleged 
victim that he could do so. To that end, Huffaker requested and was provided with statement 
forms. Once again, Huffaker is not informed orally or in writing that any statements made can be 
used against him in the original investigation. At about 9:00 am., Huffaker then provides a 
detailed written account of the events leading up to the alleged incident and the alleged incident. 
The Sheriffs office, through the prosecuting attorney, has provided no written waivers of Miranda 
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signed by or acknowledged by Defendant 
Additionally, on the day of the alleged incident, Deputy Maydole, through the Prosecuting 
Attorney, made application for a warrant to search Huffaker's camp trailer for the rifle allegedly 
used in the incident reported. In doing so, Deputy Maydole's only statement to the magistrate 
regarding the location of the rifle consisted ofHuffaker's statement in response to Deputy 
Maydole's question regarding the location of the rifle, that it was, "in his trailer." The only other 
information provided to the magistrate, was the alleged victim's statement that he woke up and 
Huffaker wanted to fight, that defendant retrieved a rifle and loaded it and stated he was going to 
shoot him (Mr. Savage). Furthermore, Deputy Maydole states in his telephonic affidavit that 
Huffaker admitted to pointing the rifle at Mr. Savage. A review of the video of the interrogation 
in the booking room reveals that Huffaker made no such admissions. Huffaker stated on three 
occasions that he had the rifle and asked the alleged victim ifhe knew how to use one of these, 
followed by varying expletives. Huffaker did not admit to pointing the rifle as Deputy Maydole 
indicated to the Magistrate. 
II. ARGUMENT 
A. Defendant Was in Custody Such That Miranda Warnings Were Required. 
Miranda warnings are required where a suspect is "in custody t a fact determined 
by "whether there is a 'formal arrest or restraint on freedom of movement' of the 
degreeassociatedwithaformalarrest."Californiav. Beheler, 463 U.S.1121, 1125, 
103 S.Ct. 3517, 3520, 77 L.Ed.2d 1275, 1279 (1983}(per curiam)(quoting Oregon 
v. Mathiason, 429 U.S. 492, 495, 97 S.Ct. 711, 714, 50 L.Ed.2d 714, 719 
(l 977)(per curiam)). To determine whether custody has attached, "a court must 
examine all of the circumstances, surrounding the interrogation/'Stansbury v. 
California, 511 U.S. 318,322, 114 S.Ct. 1526, 1529, 128 L.Ed.2d 293,298 (1994). 
The test is an objective one and "the only relevant inquiry is how a reasonable man 
in the suspect's position would have understood his situation." Berkemer v 
McCarty, 468 U.S. 420,442, 104 S.Ct. 3138, 3141, 82 L.Ed.2d 317,336 (1984)." 
56 
State v. James 148 Idaho P.3d 1169, (Idaho 2010). 
A court must consider all of the circumstances surrounding the 
interrogation. Stansbury v. California, 511 U.S. 318, 322, 114 S.Ct. 1526, 1529, 
128 L.Ed2d 293, 298 (1994); James, 148 Idaho at 577, 225 P.3d at 1172. This 
generally involves a consideration of whether the circumstances surrounding the 
interrogation have created a "police-dominated atomsphere," Miranda, 348 U.S. at 
445, 86 S.Ct.at 1612, 16 L.Ed.2d at 707, and whether the circumstances involve the 
type of '"inherently compelling pressures' that are often present when a suspect is 
yanked from familiar surroundings in the outside world and subjected to 
interrogation in a police station." Howes, _U.S. at_, 132 S.Ct. At 1191, 182 
L.Ed.2d at 29 (quoting Shatzer, 559 U.S. at 103, 130 S.Ct. At 1219, 175 L.Ed.2d at 
1052-53). Specific factors to be considered may include the degree ofrestraint on 
the person's freedom of movement including whether the person is placed in 
handcuffs, whether the subject is informed that the detention is more than 
temporary, the location and visibility of the interrogation, whether other persons 
were present, the number of questions asked, the duration of the interrogation or 
detention, the time of the interrogation, the number of officers present, the number 
of officers involved in the interrogation, the conduct of the officers, and the nature 
and manner of the questioning. See Berkemer, 468 U.S. at 435-42, 104 S.Ct.at 
3147-52, 82 L.Ed.2d at 33I-36;James, 148 Idaho at 577-78, 225 P.3d at 1172-73; 
Medrano, 123 Idaho at 117-18, 844 P.2d at 1367-68. 
State v. Silver, 155 Idaho 29,304 P.3d 304,307 (Idaho App. 2013)(emphasis added). 
The purposes of the safeguards prescribed by Miranda are to ensure that the police 
do not coerce or trick captive suspects into confessing, to relieve the "inherently 
compelling pressurestt generated by the custodial setting itself, "which work to 
undermine the individual's will to resist,"and, as much as possible, to free courts 
from the task of scrutinizing individual cases to try to determine, after the fact, 
whether particular confessions were voluntary. 
Berkemer v. McCarty, 468 U.S. 420,433, 104 S.Ct. 3138, 3147, L.Ed.2d 317 (1984). 
Applying the foregoing to the instant case, it is clear that Mr. Huffaker was in custody and 
that Miranda warnings should have been given prior to his interrogation. In looking at a 
totality of the circumstances, Mr. Huffaker was in the police station/sheriff's office, having 
been brought there by law enforcement. Law enforcement recognized that Mr. Huffaker 
was still feeling the effects of his late night consumption of alcohol. In watching the video 
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of the interrogation, it is clear that he is not free to leave. The door behind him has no 
doorknob, and the only exit appears to be through an adjacent room. Mr. Huffaker is 
never informed he is free to leave or free to speak or to not speak. Mr. Huffaker is 
directed to the chair in the room by law enforcement. The questioning, though not long and 
involved, is clearly an attempt at getting Mr. Huffaker to implicate himself. 
Furthermore, the list stated in Silver, is not an exclusive list Two further factors suggest 
that the prophylactic measures of Miranda should have been extended. First, Mr. Huffaker was 
under the influence of alcohol and may have not been recognizing the situation clearly. Second, 
there was nothing preventing law enforcement from giving the warnings. As stated previously in 
Berkemer, the Supreme Court outlined the purpose of the protections enumerated in Miranda, 
which is to prevent Law Enforcement from coercing or tricking suspects into confessions. 
Mr. Huffaker was in custody. A reasonable person would not have believed they were 
free to leave without answering questions. He had no way to leave without law enforcement 
assistance. The questioning was contrived to elicit a confession. And, Mr. Huffaker was under 
the influence of alcohol to some extent. Law enforcement cannot hide behind a suggestion that 
they were trying to assess the situation and didn't know whether a crime had been committed. 
There was no rush to find out information, the scene and alleged victim were secure and safe, and 
the suspect was in custody. The inconvenience of reciting Miranda warnings and obtaining a 
waiver was slight compared to the rights to be protected. 
Additionally, the written statement was made after Mr. Huffaker was arrested and booked 
into the jail. Unquestionable, at that point he was in custody. Although it was his request the law 
enforcement knew the statement was about the incident for which he had already been arrested. 
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Therefore he should have been given the Miranda warnings indicating his statement could be used 
against him, and that he had the right to an attorney. This was not done and those statements 
should be suppressed as well. 
B. The Un-Mirandized Statements Should be Excised From the Search Warrant Affidavit. 
When tainted evidence has been relied upon for the issuance of a warrant, 
an appellate court must determine whether the remaining information presented to 
the magistrate, after the tainted evidence is excluded, contains adequate facts from 
which the magistrate could have concluded that probable cause existed for issuance 
of the search warrant. 
State v. Bunting, 142 Idaho 908,914, 136 P.3d 379 (Idaho App. 2006)(See, Doe v. State, 131 Idaho 
851, 853, 965 P.2d 816, 818 (1988); State v. Buterbaugh, 138 Idaho 96, 101, 57 P.3d 807, 812 (Idaho App. 2002). 
The telephonic affidavit submitted by Deputy Maydole, included the un-mirandized statements of 
Mr. Huffaker. When those statements are excised from the affidavit, the Court is left with 
insufficient probable cause to believe that the rifle would be found in Mr. Huffaker's camp trailer. 
The only information provided to the magistrate indicating the possible current location of the rifle 
alleged to have been used was Mr. Huffaker's statement that it was in his camp trailer. Absent 
that information, the warrant fails. Mr. Savage's statement that Huffaker retrieved the rifle from 
the trailer fail, to establish the location of the rifle at the time of the application, as Savage did not 
see where Huffaker placed the rifle once Savage left. Therefore the warrant must fail. 
III. CONCLUSION 
The Defense respectfully requests the court enter an order suppressing all statements made 
by Mr. Huffaker as being in violation of his rights as set out by Miranda and its progeny. Mr. 
Huffaker was clearly in custody and should have been apprised of his rights per Miranda. 
Additionally, those statements were then used in the application for search warrant As a result of 
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the suppression of those statements, they clearly should not have been available to the Magistrate 
at the time of the warrant request. Without that information, the Court could not have found 
probable cause to search the trailer, as there was no other information provided to the Court 
indicating where the rifle may be located. Therefore, the Defense respectfully requests the Court 
suppress all evidence seized as a result of the search conducted pursuant to the search warrant on 
July 12, 2014. 
Dated, this~ay of~f':kW\~, 2014 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the '3o"b. day of ~k , 2014, in the manner indicated 
below, I served a true and correct copy of the foregoing upon the following persons: 
( ) designated courthouse box 
( X ) first class mail 
( ) hand delivered 
( X ) e-mail custerpa@gmail.com 
Val Siegel 
Custer County Prosecuting Attorney 
521 Main St 
P.O. Box630 
Challis, ID 83226 
~~ 
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Val Siegel, ISB No. 3749 
Custer County Prosecuting 
521 Main Street 
P.O. Box 630 
Challis, ID 83226 
Telephone: 208-879-4383 
Facsimile: 208-879-2498 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CUSTER 
ST A TE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
V. 
JON STEVEN HUFFAKER, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
_______________ ) 
Case No. CRF-2014-0258 
STATE'S MEMORANDUM IN 
OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT'S 
MOTION TO SUPPRESS 
COMES NOW Val Siegel, Custer County Prosecuting Attorney, and submits this 
memorandum in opposition to the defendant's motion to suppress filed herein seeking to 
exclude certain evidence, allegedly obtained in violation of Miranda, from admission at 
trial . 
COUNTER-STATEMENT OF FACTS 
At 4:55 a.m. on July 12, 2014, Ben Savage appeared at the Custer County Sheriffs 
Office and reported the alleged crime personally to Levi Maydole, Custer County Deputy 
Sheriff. Mr. Savage reported that he and the defendant had been drinking together in 
Challis prior to the defendant retiring to his camper trailer and Mr. Savage to his vehicle, 
which was parked on the premises, earlier that same morning. Mr. Savage reported that at 
approximately 4:30 a.m. he was awakened by the defendant's yelling. He said that the 
defendant returned to his trailer and emerged with a rifle, which the defendant loaded. He 
described the rifle to the Deputy. The defendant continued yelling at Mr. Savage, pointed 
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the rifle at him, and after inquiring whether Mr. Savage had "ever one of these go 
off," announced that he was going to shoot him. Mr. Savage was eventually able to calm 
the defendant sufficiently to escape the premises and immediately went to the Custer 
County Sheriff's Office to report the matter. 
Custer County Deputy Sheriff Shawn Kramer was dispatched to watch the 
defendant's trailer, relocated to a better vantage point in his patrol vehicle, and eventually 
saw the defendant walking in a nearby field with his dog. Deputy Kramer never activated 
his lights or siren and did not hail or otherwise initiate contact with the defendant. The 
defendant saw Deputy Kramer and walked over to talk to him. Deputy Kramer noticed that 
the defendant had consumed alcohol. The deputy asked the defendant if he had argued 
with Mr. Savage and the defendant replied that Mr. Savage punched him in the nose so the 
defendant retrieved a rifle from his trailer and asked Mr. Savage if he wanted to fight. 
Deputy Kramer told the defendant that Deputy Maydole would like to talk to him about the 
incident and told the defendant that he could ride with him to the Sheriff's office ifhe 
would like to give Deputy Maydole his side of the story. The defendant accepted the 
deputy's invitation and his dog was loaded into the back seat of Deputy Kramer's vehicle. 
The defendant, who was neither frisked for weapons nor handcuffed, rode up front with the 
deputy. He was not arrested, told he was being detained, or otherwise deprived of his 
freedom. 
After a very brief ride of several minutes to the Sheriff's office, the defendant was 
shown into the interview room there at approximately 6:08 a.m. The room was equipped 
with functioning audio/video equipment and is only about seven (7) feet from the front 
public lobby through a short hallway. An electronic recording of what occurred in the 
room will be offered into evidence at the upcoming hearing. After advising the defendant 
that Deputy Maydole would be in shortly, "ok?" Deputy Kramer gave the defendant the 
thumbs up sign and walked out, leaving the door wide open. Assertions in the defendant's 
memorandum notwithstanding, that door did have a knob and neither Deputy Kramer nor 
any other third party returned to the interview room, or to the open doorway thereof, during 
the defendant's subsequent interview with Deputy Maydole. The defendant knew both 
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deputies and had a cordial relationship with them. He was never frisked, handcuffed, told 
he was not free to leave, or otherwise deprived of his freedom, from the time he initially 
contacted Deputy Kramer until the he was arrested at the conclusion of his interview 
with Deputy Maydole. 
Deputy Maydole entered the room at approximately 6:09 a.m. and began 
interviewing the defendant. Deputy Maydole began by simply asking what had occurred 
between the defendant and Mr. Savage. The defendant said that Mr. Savage had punched 
him in the nose when the defendant went to Mr. Savage's vehicle to wake him up (an 
allegation that Mr. Savage denied at the preliminary hearing). The defendant said that he 
"blew up," returned to his trailer and got his rifle to "smoke" or "mow down" Mr. Savage. 
"I was going to shoot him." The defendant said that the gun was still at his trailer. The 
interview was conducted in a friendly and relaxed atmosphere. Deputy Maydole asked 
open-ended, non-leading questions, was not confrontational or argumentative, and there 
was no indication that the defendant felt intimidated or even uncomfortable. He was lucid 
and coherent and occasionally chuckled and laughed with the deputy. 
Although the defendant asserts in his memorandum that the interview was "done 
under the guise of a misunderstanding," Deputy Maydole did not in fact engage in any 
duplicity or subterfuge and even gave the defendant an "out" after the defendant said that 
he was going to shoot Mr. Savage by suggesting that perhaps he had only wanted to scare, 
not kill, him. The interview concluded at 6: 15 a.m., at which time Deputy Maydole told 
the defendant that he was under arrest "as of right now." The defendant expressed surprise 
at this development and expressed concern for the care of his dog. When he asked if 
Deputy Maydole was going to do anything about Mr. Savage allegedly punching him, the 
deputy replied that "you can charge him if you want to, but that's a separate matter." Only 
about ten (10) minutes elapsed between the time that the defendant got into Deputy 
Kramer's vehicle and the time of his arrest by Deputy Maydole. 
After his arrest, the defendant asked to make a phone call to make arrangements for 
the care of his dog. At 6:20 a.m. he spoke with Ms. Kate Osborne from the interview room 
and made more incriminating statements in the presence of the deputies. Referring to Mr. 
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Savage, he stated that "I pulled a gun on him; it ain't 
off." 
take much to twist his head 
At approximately 9:00 a.m., defendant followed up on his intention, first 
expressed to Deputy Maydole during his interview, to pursue charges against Mr. Savage 
for allegedly punching him in the nose. He requested a voluntary statement form from 
Deputy Kramer and filled it out, making a number of incriminating statements in the 
process. A copy of his written statement is attached hereto. 
At about the same time, Deputy Maydole gave an oral affidavit to the Honorable 
Ralph Savage, Magistrate Judge. The affidavit was given telephonically and was recorded 
by the deputy on his end. The affidavit will be offered into evidence by the parties for the 
Court's consideration. The deputy related what both Mr. Savage and the defendant had 
told him earlier that morning, including what Mr Savage said about the defendant 
retrieving the rifle from his trailer. A search warrant was issued at 9:20 a.m. and served 
upon the defendant's trailer. A copy of that search warrant is attached hereto. A rifle and 
ammunition for the same were seized. Deputy Maydole later showed the rifle to the 
defendant who admitted that it was his. Mr. Savage identified the rifle from photographs 
introduced at the defendant's preliminary hearing. Miranda warnings were never 
administered to the defendant. 
ISSUES 
I. Should the oral statements the defendant made to Deputy Kramer in the field be 
suppressed as a violation of Miranda? 
II. Should the oral statements the defendant made to Deputy Maydole during their 
interview prior to the defendant's arrest be suppressed as a violation of Miranda? 
III. Should the oral statements the defendant made to Kate Osborne be suppressed as a 
violation of Miranda? 
IV. Should the defendant's written statements made after his arrest be suppressed as a 
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violation of Miranda? 
V. Should the evidence seized pursuant to the search warrant be suppressed as the 
product of an oral affidavit that the defendant claims is deficient without evidence 
that he claims was unlawfully seized in alleged violation of Miranda? 
VI. Should the defendant's identification of his rifle be suppressed as a violation of 
Miranda? 
The Respondent would argue that the answers to these questions, with the exception 
of the last, is undoubtedly "no." 
ARGUMENT 
I. 
Miranda warnings are required only at the outset of a "custodial interrogation." 
Miranda v Arizona, 384 U.S. 436 (1966). The burden of proving custody rests on the 
defendant seeking to exclude evidence based on a failure to administer the warnings. 
State v Silver, 155 Idaho 29; 304 P.3d 304 (Idaho App. 2013). State v James, 148 Idaho 
574; 225 P.3d 1169 (2010). The same rule presumably applies to the burden of proving 
that there was an interrogation. The warnings are not required simply because an 
investigation has "focused" on the defendant or because the interview was conducted in a 
"coercive environment." Beckwith v U.S., 425 U.S. 341 (1976). Oregon v Mathiason, 
429 U.S. 492 (1977). Custody is required and is defined as official restraint on a suspect's 
freedom of movement to the degree associated with a formal arrest. Minnesota v 
Murphy, 465 U.S. 420 (1984). 
The test for custody is not a subjective one. It is irrelevant that the officer did not 
believe that the suspect was in custody or that the suspect believed that he was. The test is 
rather an objective one and requires an evaluation of the totality of the circumstances 
existing at the time. Stansbury v California, 511 U.S. 318; 114 S.Ct. 1526 (1994). 
Factors to be considered include the degree of restraint on the suspect's freedom of 
movement, including whether he was handcuffed; whether he was advised that the 
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detention was more than temporary; the location and visibility of the detention; whether 
other persons were present; the number of questions asked; the duration of the detention; 
the time of the detention; the number of officers present; the number of officers involved in 
the interrogation; the conduct of the officers; and the nature and manner of the questioning. 
State v Silver, 155 Idaho 29; 304 P.3d 304 (Idaho App. 2013). Other factors include the 
language used to summon the suspect; the extent to which he is confronted with evidence 
of guilt; and the degree of pressure applied to detain him. U.S. v Hayden, 260 F.3d 1062 
(91h Cir. 2001 ). 
At the time the defendant made his incriminating admissions to Deputy Kramer in the 
field, the deputy had not restricted the defendant's freedom of movement at all, let alone to 
the degree associated with a formal arrest. At the time those admissions were made, the 
contact might fairly be described as a consensual one. The defendant contacted Deputy 
Kramer without being summoned in any way and, after the deputy asked if he had argued 
with Mr. Savage, made his admissions before there was even any discussion of going to the 
Sheriff's office to talk to Deputy Maydole. The fact that the defendant had consumed 
alcohol before contacting Deputy Kramer, a factor the defendant urges for consideration in 
his memorandum, is simply not relevant. Voluntary intoxication is not official action and 
so does not implicate the fifth amendment basis for Miranda. It has nothing to do with the 
essential question of whether the defendant's freedom of movement was restrained. The 
other factor urged upon the Court for its consideration, the fact that Miranda warnings 
could have been given, likewise misses the mark. Miranda warnings can always be given 
unless the investigating officer lacks the faculty of speech. The point is not whether the 
warnings could have been given but whether they had to be given. This initial contact was 
undoubtedly not custodial and so Miranda warnings were not required. The defendant's 
admissions to Deputy Kramer should not be suppressed. 
II. 
The foregoing authorities also apply to analysis of the defendant's statements to 
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Deputy Maydole. The fact that a suspect voluntarily accompanies or is transported by 
police officers to their station for an interview does not mean that it was custodial for 
Miranda purposes. California v Beheler, 463 1121; 103 S.Ct. 3517; 77 L.Ed.2d 
1275 (1983). Thompson v U.S., 382 F.2d 390 (9th Cir. 1967). State v Osborne, 130 
Idaho 365; 941 P.2d 337 (Ct. App. 1997). State v Medrano, 123 Idaho 114; 844 P.2d 
1363 (1993). State v Dillon, 93 Idaho 698; 471 P.2d 553 (1967). The same is true with 
regard to the fact that a suspect is not expressly told that he is free to go. State v Hamlin, 
156 Idaho 307; 324 P.3d 1006 (2014). Osborne, supra. "The weight of cases indicates the 
police are not required to specifically inform the suspect that he is free to leave or that he is 
not under arrest. Rather, the absence of indications that he is not free to leave is sufficient 
to make the situation non-custodial, at least in the view of most courts under the reasonable 
person standard." Searches and Seizures, Arrests and Confessions, by William E. 
Ringel (West Group, 2003). In Hamlin, supra, the defendant voluntarily went to the 
station for an interview at the request of the police, the interview was not prolonged, and he 
was not restrained or deprived of sleep, food, or water. The Court held that the interview 
was not custodial for Miranda purposes despite the fact that the police requested the 
interview and the defendant was not told that he was free to leave. In Osborne, the 
defendant was voluntarily transported from his Fort Hall residence to the Blackfoot police 
station for an interview, entered the station through a locked door, was never told he was 
free to go, and was questioned for at least an hour by two police officers. The appellate 
court ruled that he was also not in custody for purposes of Miranda. 
In the case at bar, the defendant contacted Deputy Kramer without being requested 
to do so. Deputy Kramer simply offered him a ride to the Sheriffs office ifhe wanted to 
give Deputy Maydole his side of the story. He was never frisked or handcuffed. He was 
never forced, ordered, or pressured to do anything. He voluntarily accompanied Deputy 
Kramer to the Sheriff's office and was voluntarily interviewed there. He was never told 
that the detention, if it can even be characterized as such, was more than temporary. The 
interview occurred in a room with an open door only seven (7) feet from the public lobby. 
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He was never told or given any indication that he was not free to go. Although the 
defendant alleges in his memorandum that "he had no way to leave without law 
enforcement assistance," his trailer was only a five 
office. 
minute walk from the Sheriff's 
The conduct of Deputy Maydole during the interview was friendly and non-
threatening. The questioning could be characterized as open-ended and non-argumentative. 
The deputy asked for little more than the defendant's narrative account of the incident. 
There was no "third degree." The two men even laughed and joked together. The 
defendant was oriented, coherent, and lucid. Only one (1) deputy was present during the 
interview. Very few questions were asked and the interview only lasted about six (6) 
minutes. Only about ten (10) minutes elapsed from the time of the transport to the time of 
the arrest. The defendant expressed surprise when Deputy Maydole place him under arrest 
at the conclusion of the interview. Although the test for custody is an objective not a 
subjective one, the defendant's expression of surprise is an additional indication that he 
was not in custody for Miranda purposes. The defendant's freedom of movement was not 
restrained in any appreciable way, let alone to the degree associated with a formal arrest, 
and his statements to Deputy Maydole should not be suppressed. 
III. 
At the time he asked to make a phone call to make arrangements for the care of his 
dog and spoke with Kate Osborne, the defendant was in custody. Those statements were 
not, however, the product of police interrogation which would implicate Miranda. 
"Interrogation" is defined as police statements which are reasonably likely to elicit 
incriminating statements from a suspect. Rhode Island v Innis, 446 U.S. 291; 100 S.Ct. 
1682 (1980). Miranda specifically exempts volunteered statements that the police made 
no effort to elicit from its warnings requirement. "Volunteered statements of any kind are 
not barred by the 5th Amendment and their admissibility is not affected by our holding 
today." Miranda, supra. Incriminating statements overheard by the police which they did 
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not elicit do not require warnings. Arizona v Mauro, 481 U.S. 520; 107 S.Ct 1931, the 
police overheard a suspect' s incriminating statements during a meeting with his wife that 
The Court held that the police were not required to give Miranda 
wammgs. 
In the case at bar, neither Deputy Kramer nor Deputy Maydole elicited the 
defendant's incriminating statements to Ms. Osborne. The defendant himself asked to use 
the phone to make arrangements for the care of his dog. He knew that the deputies were in 
the room and would overhear his statements. He did not need to make incriminating 
statements to Ms. Osborne. His decision nevertheless to make those statements was 
voluntary and does not implicate Miranda. They should not be suppressed. 
IV. 
The analysis of the defendant's written, voluntary statement is similar to that of his 
statements to Ms. Osborne. He had previously indicated to Deputy Maydole shortly after 
his arrest that he wanted something done about Mr. Savage for allegedly punching him in 
the nose, a statement which the deputy did nothing to elicit. The defendant followed up 
later in the morning by requesting a voluntary statement form from Deputy Kramer. The 
defendant admits as much in his memorandum. He did not have to make any incriminating 
statements beyond his allegation that Mr. Savage had punched him. The deputy's provision 
of the form to him at his request did not constitute a police "statement" that was reasonably 
likely to elicit an incriminating response and so was not "interrogation." The defendant's 
written statement was voluntary and outside the ambit of Miranda. It should not be 
suppressed. 
V. 
If a search is conducted pursuant to a warrant, the burden of proof is on the defendant 
to show by a preponderance of the evidence that the search was illegal. State v Carlson, 
134 Idaho 471; 4 P.3d 1122 (Ct.App. 2000). State v Bottelson, 102 Idaho 90; 625 P.2d 
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1093 (1981). If some of the evidence contained the warrant affidavit was obtained 
illegally, the warranted search is nevertheless legal so long as the remaining evidence is 
sufficient to establish probable cause. State v Buterbaugh, 138 Idaho 96; 57 P.3d 807 
(Ct.App. 2002). State v Cada, 129 Idaho 224; 923 P.2d 469 (Ct.App. 1996). The affidavit 
need not establish beyond a reasonable doubt that evidence of a crime will be found in a 
particular place, but need only establish that there is a fair probability that it will be found 
there. Illinois v Gates, 462 U.S. 213; 103 S.Ct. 2317; 76 L.Ed.2d 527 (1998). A 
magistrate is entitled to make reasonable inferences about where evidence is likely to be 
kept in issuing a search warrant. State v Harper, 152 Idaho 93; 266 P.3d 1198 (Ct.App. 
2011). State v Lewis, 107 Idaho 616; 691 P.2d 1231 (1984). When the information used 
to support a finding of probable cause to issue a search warrant comes from a known citizen 
informant, rather than an anonymous one, it is generally deemed adequate to show veracity 
and reliability without the need for further corroboration. State v Alexander, 135 Idaho 
99; 15 P.3d 334 (Ct.App. 2002) citing State v Larson, 135 Idaho 99; 15 P.3d 334 (Ct.App. 
2000). This is particularly true when the citizen informant claims personal knowledge of 
the crime. An informant need not provide his name to be considered a known citizen 
informant. Any information that allows his identity to be readily ascertainable will suffice. 
State v Paez, 2013 WL 5818547 (Ct.App. 2013) citing State v Bishop, 146 Idaho 812; 203 
P.3d 1203 (2009). When an search warrant affidavit is challenged by a defendant, the 
function of the reviewing court is simply to ensure that the magistrate had a substantial 
basis for issuing his warrant and great deference must be paid to his decision. Gates, supra. 
A magistrate's decision should only be reversed upon a showing that he abused his 
discretion. State v Weimer, 133 Idaho 442; 988 P.2d 216 (Ct.App. 1999). 
In the instant case, the defendant alleges that his statements to Deputy Maydole were 
obtained illegally in violation of Miranda and should be stricken from the latter's affidavit. 
He also complains about what he claims was Deputy Maydole's false statement to the 
magistrate that the defendant said that he pointed a rifle at Mr. Savage. In fact, the 
defendant told the deputy that, after Mr. Savage allegedly punched him in the nose, "I went 
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in and got my rifle" and asked Mr. Savage "Do you know how to operate one of these?" 
When the deputy asked him later, "Why did you pull a gun on him?" the defendant said that 
it was because "he hit me." "You hit me and I'll mow you down." When the deputy asked 
him, "So where's the rifle you pulled on Ben?" the defendant said that "It's in my trailer." 
Referring to Mr. Savage, the defendant also told Ms. Osborne in Deputy Maydole's 
presence that "I pulled a gun on him." As this record clearly shows, Deputy Maydole did 
not misrepresent the defendant's statements to the magistrate, and as discussed in Part I and 
II hereof, the State has argued that those statements were not illegally obtained. Assuming 
merely for the sake of argument that they were, however, there was still sufficient evidence 
presented for the magistrate to issue the warrant. Mr. Savage was a citizen whose name 
was known to Deputy Maydole. His name given to Judge Savage. He claimed to have 
personal knowledge of a crime. All the elements of that crime and probable cause for the 
warrant were established in that portion of the affidavit wherein the deputy tells the 
magistrate what Mr. Savage told him. Mr. Savage told the deputy that the defendant had 
pointed the rifle at him and the deputy conveyed that statement to the magistrate. The 
crime of aggravated assault does not even require that one actually point a firearm at 
another. State v Mason, 111 Idaho 660; 726 P.2d 772 (Ct.App. 1986). The search warrant 
indicates that the magistrate found probable cause, not only for the crime of aggravated 
assault, but also for "other gun-related crime." 
Judge Savage could have issued the warrant based upon that portion of the affidavit 
wherein Deputy Maydole relates Mr. Savage's allegations alone without any corroboration 
from the defendant or otherwise. Alexander, supra. He would not have abused his 
discretion in doing so. The defendant argues in his memorandum that, absent the 
defendant's admission to the deputy that the rifle was in his trailer, there was insufficient 
evidence presented in the affidavit for the magistrate to believe that it was probably still 
there. This argument is not persuasive. Deputy Maydole told the magistrate that Mr. 
Savage said the defendant got the rifle from the defendant's trailer. The deputy described 
the location of that trailer. The magistrate could reasonably infer that the defendant 
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probably returned the rifle to the same place from which he obtained it and that it would 
still be there only four and one-half hours later. Individuals do, after all, generally keep 
their firearms in their residences, particularly at 4:30 in the morning. Harper, supra. 
Deputy Maydole's oral affidavit was sufficient to establish probable cause for issuance of 
the search warrant with or without the defendant's statements. The evidence seized 
pursuant to that warrant should not be suppressed. 
VI. 
Deputy Maydole asked the defendant to identify the rifle that was seized from his 
trailer pursuant to the warranted search after the defendant was arrested and while he was in 
custody. While the State is convinced that the deputy was simply careless in so doing, the 
questioning nevertheless violates Miranda. The defendant's identification of the rifle 
should properly be suppressed. 
~ 
Respectfully submitted this fa day of October ITT. I 
----4,/l----------',,....-;,"----+------
V al iegel 
Custer County Prosecutor 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify that, on October 2014, I served a copy of the STATE'S 
MEMORANDUM IN OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO SUPPRESS 
on the following in the manner indicated: 
David M. Cannon, Esq. 
75 E. Judicial 
Blackfoot, ID 83221 D Facsimile 
D 
D Hand-delivery 
Chris Matson, Legal Assistant 
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IN TIIE DISTRICT COURT OF TIIE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CUSTER 
I 
In The Matter Of The Application to Search I 
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owned by Willie Earl at470 Challis Creek 
Road, Challis, Custer County, Idaho 
SEARCH WARRAN!' 
TIIE STATE OF IDAHO TO ANY SHERIFF, CONSTABLE. MARSHAL OR POLICEMAN 
lN THE COUNTY OF CUSTER: 
Proofby the swom testimony of Levi Maydole, Custer County Sheriff's 
Department, having been this day laid before me showing that there is probable cause for 
believing that certain property, to-wit: 
1. A bolt action rifle with a wooden stock and any rifle ammunition 
is located in the above-described trailer and is evidence of Aggravated Assault or 
other gun-related crime; 
YOU ARE, TIIEREFORE, CO:MMANDED, at anytime of the day, to make 
immediate search of the ab.eve-described trailer for the property described above an.din the swom 
testimony of Levi Maydole, Custer County Sheriffs Department and seize such items described 
herein as may be found, leaving a copy of this "Warrant and a receipt for the property taken. 
Return to this Warrant along with a written inventory of the property seized is to 
be made to the above-entitled Court within fourteen (14) days from the date hereof. 
iL.M. 
GIVENundermyhandanddatedthis /c) dayofJuly,2014at ;/'J.b o'clock 
~'\ 
1. SEARCH WARRANT 
...... ,·-------- / /. / 
/ ~~;'" ,,,,/· 
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CUSTERCO~SHERIFF 
DATE ']ijrh/ IL/- :01:12:14 
TIME .r,x.--1~ b ,. 
ID# .~l)~ 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
RETURN ON 
SEARCH WARRANT-2014 - \.Cl 
---1,,-.......--
) ss. 
County of Custer ) 
DlSTf).lC.. T COU~T 
CUSTER COVNl'f 
\QAHO 
I, Levi Maydole, the undersigned law enforcement officer, received the above search 
warrant on the 12th day of July, 2014, and executed the search warrant on the same day at 10: 15 
o'clock a.m. 
1) Owner Jon S. Huffacker was personally served the search warrant at the 
Custer County Jail in Challis, Idaho. 
2) A copy of the warrant was left at the residence -470 Challis Creek Road. 
3) Attached is an inventory list of all items that was seized at the time the 
search warrant was served. 
DATED this 14th day of July, 2014. 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this 
Magistrate 
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CUSTER COUNTY SHERIFF 
PO BOX 344. . 
CHALLIS, ID 83226-0344. . . , ; , I ~ 
. ') I '1 
(208) 879-2232 :7v·V J.D 
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Val Siegel, ISB No. 3749 
Custer County Prosecuting Attorney 
521 Main Street 
P.O. Box 630 
Challis, lD 83226 
Telepn.one: 208-879-4383 
Facsimile: 208-879-2498 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF T8E SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTR1CT OF 
T.EIE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CUSTER 
STA 1E OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
JONS. HUFfbl(ER, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
________________ ) 
Case No. CR-2014-0258 
STIPULATION RE: COURT'S USE 
OF ELECTROJ.\'TJ:C RECORDJNG 
OF ORAL AFFIDAVIT IN 
SUPPORT OF SEARCH WARRANT 
IN DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO 
SUPPRESS 
COME NOW Val Siegel, Custer County Prosecutor and David Cannon, attorney for 
Defendant,. Jon Steven Huffaker, and stipulate as follows regarding the Court's use of the 
electroni<:: recording of the oral affidavit in support of the search warrant, previously filed 
with the Court,, as evidence in the Defendant's Motion to Suppress: 
1. Tnat Custer County Deputy Sheriff Levi Maydole gave an oral affidavit in 
support of search warrant 2014-10 telephonically to the Honorable Ralph. 
Savage, Magistrate Judge on 7/12/2014; 
2. That thls search warrant resulted in the seizure of certain evidence which the 
defendant seeks to suppress in its pending motion before the District Court; 
3. That the original electronic recording of Deputy Maydole's oral affidavit was 
made upon a hand-held digital recorder which bas remained in the custody of 
Deputy Maydole; 
4. That, in lieu of filing the recorder itself with the Co~ a copy of the original 
electronic recording was made by Deputy May<lole, transferred to disc format, 
and filed with ihe Court; 
5. That the defendant filed his motion to suppress on the 11th day of September, 
2014; 
79 MBl UOUUB:) 
7 
["'] 
6; -~at·fue·-~roJ afl:Idayit-.fu:snpj.)¢rt.of ilie S·W.:.2014,..10 is evjdence relevant to the 
4¢°f4ldant's moti'on to·suppressj 
7:. That-:the Gourt may·CQI:IBi"!i~ the eiectr9r,ric ri'zj)tding.ofDeputy .Nfaydo1e'·s oral 
$&vftp;te0.ous1g"fiJed with ·tbe,Oourt in lieu:ofthe·preparation ofan official 
~script_-0f that·affidav.it;-
8. That: the, hMJ.d'-hcld _digital recorder containing the original ek.cironicterordmg 
ofthe,oral -affidavit may be admitted.into e'litience upon proper f'oundatiori:ru:id . 
Dated:, October _{_~,. 2014. 
. ~ Veµ Sieg~I, Custer County Prosecu,tor 
D~ted: October lo , 2014, 
David Cannon,. Artoxney-for Defendant 
st: v,._ JGl>fS. HUFFAI<:ER 
STIPUiA;tl6N REGARDfNG C6URT'S USED.Of ELECTRONIC R.ECORJ)lNGOF ORAL :-\FFtDAVlTJN Sill'PO~t OP. Sf:AR¢H w:..i'w.NT IN DEFE~DANT'S MOTfbN to Si.JP.PRESS 
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Val Siegel, ISB No. 3749 
Custer County Prosecuting Attorney 
521 Main Street 
P.O. Box630 
Challis, ID 83226 
Telephone: 208-879-4383 
Facsimile: 208-879-2498 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CUSTER 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
V. 
JONS. HUFFAKER, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
______________ ) 
Case No. CR-2014-0258 
MOTION TO COMPEL 
DEFENDANT'S RESPONSE TO 
STATE'S REQUEST FOR 
DISCOVERY; NOTICE OF 
HEARING 
COMES NOW Val Siegel, Prosecuting Attorney in and for the County of Custer, 
State ofldaho, and moves this Honorable Court for its order compelling the defendant to 
respond to the State's request for discovery. Said motion is grounded upon the following, 
to-wit: 
1. That pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 16( c) the State filed its request for discovery 
on July 22, 2014, and served said request upon the defendant on that date; 
2. That the defendant has failed to respond to that request; 
3. That fourteen (14) days from service of the request on the Defendant did elapse on 
August 6, 2014; 
4. That the State is entitled under I.C.R. 16(i) to the Court's order compelling the 
Defendant's response to its request. 
ST. V. JONS. HUFFAKER 
MOTION TO COMPEL; NOTICE OF HEARING 
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5. That the State is entitled to sanctions for non-compliance, including but not 
limited to preclusion of witnesses and other evidence not disclosed to the State by 
November , 2014. 
NOTICE IS GIVEN that the State will bring this matter on for hearing on November 
19, 2014 at 2:00 p.m. 
Dated: October q , 2014. 
Val Siegel, Prosecuting Attorney 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify that, on October JD , 2014, I served a copy of the Motion to Compel and 
Notice of Hearing on the following in the manner indicated: 
David Cannon, Esq. 
75 East Judicial St. 
Blackfoot, ID 83221 
ST. V. JONS. HUFFAKER 
MOTION TO COMPEL; NOTICE OF HEARING 
--
-~ail 
D Facsimile 
D 
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D Hand-delivery 
D Courthouse box 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DIS 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
JON STEVEN HUFF AKER, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
______________ ) 
Case No. CR-2014-258 
MINUTE ENTRY 
DISTRICT COURT 
CUSTER COlJNTY 
IDAHO 
10:46AM 
This cause came before the Court on this the 15th day of October, 2014, for the purpose of 
MOTION TO SUPPRESS EVIDENCE before the Honorable Alan C Stephens, in the Custer 
County Courthouse, Challis, Idaho. David Cannon, Esq., appeared with the defendant. Present for 
the State of Idaho was Val Siegel, Esq. Also present were court reporter Ms. Macy Ann Elliot, 
Chief Deputy Mike Talbot and Deputy Clerk Crystal Kestler. 
Judge Stephens stated that he had not listened to the Oral Affidavit In Support Of Search 
Warrant that both parties stipulated to for his review. 
The State made comments. 
The parties stipulated that all Exhibits would be admitted. 
Mr. Cannon made statements. 
Mr. Siegel responded. 
Mr. Cannon made comments and called Levi Maydole to the witness stand; the witness was 
sworn and testified. Mr. Cannon asked that the State's Exhibit 1 be published and the video was 
played in open court. 
Mr. Cannon further inquired of the witness and asked that the State's Exhibit 3 be 
published. The audio was played in open court. The State cross examined the witness. 
The witness was excused. 
The State called Deputy Shawn Kramer to the witness stand; the witness was sworn and 
testified. The witness identified the defendant. Mr. Cannon cross examined the witness. The 
witness was excused. 
MINUTE ENTRY AND ORDER, page 1 
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The State inquired of the court 
The Court made a ruling on the Motion To Suppress. The State further requested that the 
court issue a written decision, the court stated that a written decision would be provided. 
~~E 
DA TED AND DONE this l'f'1 day of October, 2014. 
MINUTE ENTRY AND ORDER, page 2 
84 
Ae'an,, C 
Alan C Stephens 
District Judge 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on October 1Jtl1, 2014 a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing was served by the method indicated below and addressed to each of the following: 
Val Siegel, Esq 
David Cannon, Esq 
M1NUTE ENTRY AND ORDER, page 3 
Emailed 
Emailed 
Crystal Kestler 
Deputy Clerk 
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DISTRICT COURT 
CUSTER COUNTY 
IDAHO 
2014 OCT 17 12:02PM 
By: Crystal Kestler 
Deputy 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH .JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CUSTER 
STATE OF IUAUO, 
Plaintiff, 
-vs.-
JON STEVEN HUFFAKER, 
Defendant 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CV-I 4-258 
DECISION ANO ORDER RE: 
MOTION TO SUl'PDSS 
Defendant bu filed a Motion to Suppress. The State objects. The Court ORANTS IN 
PART Defendant's Motion. 
On July 12, 2014, the Custer County Sherriffreceived a comp,laintthat Defendant had 
pointed a rifle at Rm &wage. After taking the report. Custer County deputies began looking fGr 
Demmlmrt. He '1W:W bown to live in a camp trailer on the properly of Willie Earl. Sargent 
Kramer louted him wa!Icing his dog near that location. Defendant and Kramer began talking, 
poUee station to give bis side of the story, and Defendant rode in Kramer's patrol cm to the 
pofioo station. Once at the polioo station, DefetKlant was placed in an interview romn. Defendant 
was not read his Mitfll:lda rights. Defendant was the only suspect in the ()aSe. He was interviewed, 
"In Mirandil v. Arizona, the Suptero.e Cowt held that polioo tnU$t inform indivi4uals of 
their Fifth Amendtnent rights prior to conducting 'custodial interrogations.~ To determine 
whether an individual is in custody, 'a court mu8t «;nsider all of the ciremnstances surrounding 
1 OBGJSION ANO OlIDmt RE: MOTION TO SU.PP.RBSS 
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the interrogation. with the ultimate inquiry being 'whether there [was] a 'formal arrest or 
restraint on freedom of movement' of the degree associated with a formal arrest.' State v. Doe, 
130 Idaho 811,816,948 P.2d 166,170 (CtApp.1997). Toe Court finds that, under Miranda, 
Defendant was in custody. Defendant had oo way of returning home because he ·was intoxicated 
and Kramer had given him a ride to the station. Defendant was questioned as the sole suspect by 
a law enforcement officer. He was never told he was free to leave. A normal person in 
Defendant's circumstatlces would not have believed they could end the interview and freely 
leave the police station. 
Staie v. Medrano hQs similar facts to the case before the Court, and the Court feels that it 
should be distingui$hed. In Medrano, the defendant argued he was in custody based on the 
following facts: ''he W#S transported to the station by ftre. police and had no independent 
tran:spoft'!tion to leave. if Im had wanted; he was a suspect and the foous of the investigation; and 
the. purpose of the intermg-tion was to elicit infonn:ation upon which ctin:iliud charges oo.uld be 
based." 123 ldaho I 14,844 P.2d 1364 (Ct. App. 19,2}. However, the vital dif'erenee between 
Medrano and the pmsent ~ is that in Medrano* the police officers spe.eifi:caUy told the 
defendant that he was. not nuder arrest and that Im was free to leave ifhe wanted to. Id. B~ 
the officers placed Defendant in a situation where he would not feel like he was free to leave, 
·and did nof inform Defendant he was free to end the interview or to leave, any statements that 
were made during the interview must be suppressed. 
The search wammt and the evidence fttund during its execution will not be suppressed. 
The officers had enough information from the complaint to provide J)l'Obable cause to search 
Defendant's home (the trailer} for evidence of the orhne. Further, QllY statements made by 
2 O'.BGISION AND OWER RE: MOTION TO SUPPRBBS 
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Defendant before the interview or during the phone call :from the jail will not be suppressed. Any 
statements before the interview in the police station were made outside of a custodial interview. 
Any statement made on the phone to a third party were not elicited by police questioning and are 
therefore untainted by the failure to read Defendant his Miranda rights. 
For the reasons explained above, the Court GRANTS IN PART Defendanes Motion to 
Suppress. All ofDefendant1s statements in response to questions asked to him by the deputy 
upon entering the interview room and his written statement given later that day are suppressed. 
Any statements given to the officer before arriving at the police station and any statements made 
on the telephone to the third party are not suppressed. 
IT IS SO ORDERED. 
Dated this /1!;,.day of October, 2014. 
3 DEC:ISION AND OIU)BRRE: MOTION TO SUPPRESS 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on October 1th, 2014 a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing was served by the method indicated below and addressed to each of the following: 
Val Siegel, Esq 
David Cannon, Esq 
MINUTE ENTRY AND ORDER, page 3 
Emailed 
Emailed 
Crystal Kestler 
Deputy Clerk 
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I 
David M. Cannon 
CANNON LAW, P.A. 
Custer County Public Defender 
75 E. Judicial 
Blackfoot, ID 83221 
Telephone: 208-785-1940 
Facsimile: 208-785-1591 
Attorney for Defendant 
DISTRICT COURT 
CUSTER COUNTY 
IDAHO 
2014 OCT 17 AM 11 :08 
B : Laila Plummer De ut 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CUSTER 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CR-2014-0258 
MOTION TO EXCLUDE EVIDENCE 
v. 
JON STEVEN HUFF AKER, 
Defendant. 
Defendant Jon Steven Huffaker, through counsel David M. Cannon, moves the Court for 
its Order excluding the following evidence from trial: 
1. That portion of the video tape of the interview with Defendant's telephone call with 
Kate Osborne after the 06:21:02 point of the video. 
2. Any testimony from any witness, including but not limited to Kate Osborne and Levi 
Maydole, concerning what Defendant said to Kate Osborne (and what she said to him) 
after the 06:21 :02 point of the video. 
This motion is based on Idaho Rules of Evidence 401, 402 and 403. The evidence 
which Defendant seeks to exclude consists of statements made by Defendant which do not relate 
1 -MOTION TO EXCLUDE EVIDENCE 
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/ 
--
to past actions. Rather, they relate to the future. As such, said statements are not relevant 
under IRE 401 and should be excluded under IRE 402. Even if the Court finds that the 
statements in question have some relevance, it should order the evidence excluded under IRE 
403, as any probative value of such evidence is substantially outweighed by confusion of the 
issues or misleading the jury. 
DATED this 16th day of October, 2014. 
David M. Cannon 
2 - MOTION TO EXCLUDE EVIDENCE 
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() 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this vi~dayofOctober, 2014, I caused to be 
served a true copy of the foregoing MOTION TO EXCLUDE EVIDENCE by the method indicated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Val Siegel 
Custer County Prosecutor 
PO Box630 
Challis, ID 83226 
3 -MOTION TO EXCLUDE EVIDENCE 
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[ ] U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
[ ] Hand Delivered · 
[ ] Overnight Mail [ J Fax 
[X ] Email custerpa@gmail.com 
DavidM.Cannon · 
Val Siegel, ISB No. 3749 
Custer County Prosecuting Attorney 
521 Main Street 
P.O. Box 630 
Challis, ID 83 226 
Telephone: 208-879-4383 
Facsimile: 208-879-2498 
!:._,. ' )" 
•.j t i I 
;\i .. f'\1" 
, \' ! I 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CUSTER 
MAGISTRATE DIVISION 
STA TE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
V. 
JON S. HUFF AKER, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
______________ ) 
Case No. CR-2014-0258 
MOTION IN LIMINE; 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
COMES NOW Val Siegel, Custer County Prosecuting Attorney, and moves the 
Court in limine for its order permitting the State to impeach the Defendant, should he 
testify in his own defense at the upcoming trial, with his statements which the Court has 
indicated, after hearing on the Defendant's motion on October 15, 2014, that it intends to 
suppress. 
Notice is given that this motion will be brought on before the Court on November 19, 
2014 at 1:30 p.m. or as soon thereafter as counsel may be heard. Oral argument is 
requested and a pre-hearing memorandum will be filed. 
Dated: October C.O , 2014. 
ST. V. Huffaker 
MOTION IN LIMINE; NOTICE OF HEARJNG-Page 1 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify that, on October a O , 2014, I served a copy of the Motion in Limine; 
Notice of Hearing on the following in the manner indicated: 
David Cannon 
75 East Judicial Street 
Blackfoot, ID 83221 
ST. V. Huffaker 
¥Mail 
D Facsimile 
D 
MOTION IN LIMINE; NOTICE OF HEARING-Page 2 
94 
D Hand-delivery 
D Courthouse box 
Val Siegel, ISB No. 3749 
Custer County Prosecuting Attorney 
521 Main Street 
P.O. Box 630 
Challis, ID 83226 
Telephone: 208-879-4383 
Facsimile: 208-879-2498 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CUSTER 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
V. 
JON STEVEN HUFF AKER, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
______________ ) 
Case No. CRF-2014-0258 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT 
OF STATE'S MOTION IN LIMINE 
RE: IMPEACHMENT EVIDENCE 
COMES NOW Val Siegel, Custer County Prosecuting Attorney, and submits this 
memorandum in support of the State's motion in limine seeking the Court's pretrial ruling 
that the State may use certain evidence suppressed by the Court's pretrial order of October 
17, 2014 for impeachment should the defendant elect to testify in his own defense at the 
upcoming trial. 
FACTUAL AND PROCEDURAL HISTORY 
The defendant is charged with aggravated assault. He was interviewed about the 
alleged crime by Custer County Deputy Sheriff Levi Maydole on July 12, 2014. The 
defendant's statements to Deputy Maydole have been suppressed by the Court in its written 
order of October 17, 2014 as arguably obtained in violation of the Miranda rule. The 
defendant also submitted a written statement regarding the alleged crime witnessed by 
Custer County Deputy Sheriff Shawn Kramer which the Court also suppressed in the same 
order for the same reason. Deputies Maydole and Kramer gave testimony at the 
suppression hearing on October 15th and were questioned under oath by the defendant. An 
ST. v. HUFFAKER 
Memorandum in Support of State's Motion in Limine 
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audio/video recording of Deputy Maydole's interview with the defendant and the 
defendant's written statement were admitted as exhibits 1 and 2 at that hearing pursuant to 
stipulation. The State will offer the deputies' former testimony support of its motion in 
limine under authority ofldaho Rule of Evidence 804(b)(l) and will also ask the Court to 
take notice of exhibits 1 and 2. The motive which the defendant had to develop the 
deputies' testimony on the issue of 5th amendment voluntariness, at issue in the State's 
motion in limine, is similar to the motive he had to develop their testimony on the issue of 
whether there was a "custodial interrogation," at the suppression hearing. There is no point 
in adducing the same evidence again. 
ISSUE 
Should the State be permitted to impeach the defendant with his oral statements to 
Deputy Maydole and his written statement to Deputy Kramer should the defendant 
testify contrary to those prior statements at trial? 
ARGUMENT 
Statements made in violation of Miranda, although not admissible in the State's case 
in chief, are nevertheless admissible for purposes of impeachment provided that they meet 
the 5th amendment voluntariness test. Harris v New York, 401 U.S. 222; 91 S.Ct. 643; 28 
L.Ed.2d 1 (1971 ). Michigan v Harvey, 494 U.S. 344; 110 S.Ct. 1176; 108 L.Ed.2d 293 
(1990). "The shield provided by Miranda cannot be perverted into a license to use perjury 
by way of a defense, free from the risk of confrontation with prior inconsistent utterences." 
Harris v New York, supra. 
In State v Cherry, 139 Idaho 579; 83 P.3d 123 (Ct. App. 2003), the defendant was 
charged with, among other things, aggravated assault. The State sought and obtained a 
pretrial ruling from the trial Court that the defendant's statements, suppressed as obtained 
in violation of the 6th amendment right to counsel, were nevertheless admissible for 
purposes of impeachment. The defendant then elected not to testify at his trial and was 
found guilty. He then appealed the trial Court's ruling. The appellate Court upheld the 
ST. v. HUFFAKER 
Memorandum in Support of State's Motion in Limine 
PAGE2 
96 
trial Court's ruling that statements made in violation of the right to counsel may 
nevertheless be used for purposes of impeachment. The appellate Court held that the 
defendant's statements, although made while he was pain, under medication, and while 
hospitalized, were nevertheless "voluntary" under the 5th amendment because the police 
had not engaged in any threatening, badgering, coercive, or overbearing tactics to obtain 
them. 
In Schneckloth v Bustamante, 412 U.S. 218; 93 S.Ct. 2041 (1973), the Supreme 
Court defined 5th amendment voluntariness as follows: 
A voluntary decision is one that is the product of essentially free and unconstrained 
choice by its maker. An involuntary decision, on the other hand, is the result 
of duress or coercion (emphasis added). To determine whether an individual's 
will has been overborne and his capacity for self-determination has been critically 
impaired, a court must assess the totality of the circumstances. 
When challenged by the defendant, the State must prove voluntariness only by a 
preponderance of evidence. Factors for the Court to consider in determining whether 
admissions are voluntary include the following: (1) whether the defendant was held 
incommunicado during the entire period of incarceration up to the time of the confession; 
(2) whether the defendant was subjected to relay questioning by multiple interrogators; (3) 
whether the defendant was subjected to extended confinement with intermittent but 
systematic questioning; (4) whether the defendant was questioned in isolated places or 
deserted locations; (5) whether the defendant was moved from place to place and 
questioned by multiple interrogators; and (6) whether the defendant was deprived of food 
or sleep. Schneckloth v Bustamante, supra. 
In Colorado v Connelly, 479 U.S. 157; 107 S.Ct. 515 (1986), the Supreme Court 
further discussed the meaning of 5th and 14th amendment voluntariness. The Colorado 
Supreme Court had ruled the mentally ill defendant's statements involuntary and opined 
that the proper test for admissibility was whether the statements were "the product of a 
rational intellect and a free will.... The absence of police coercion or duress does not 
foreclose a finding of involuntariness." The United States Supreme Court disagreed. It 
ST. v. HUFFAKER 
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ruled that there was no 5th amendment voluntariness violation in the absence of police 
overreaching or oppressive conduct. "We hold that coercive police activity is a necessary 
predicate to the finding that a confession is not voluntary within the meaning of the 14th 
amendment." The Court then listed the following as examples of coercive police activity: 
Mincey v Arizona, 437 U.S. 385; 98 S.Ct. 2408 (1978) (defendant subjected 
to 4-hour interrogation while incapacitated and sedated in intensive care unit); 
Greenwald v Wisconsin, 390 U.S. 519; 88 S.Ct. 1152 (1968) (defendant, on 
medication, interrogated for over 18 hours without food or sleep); Beecher v 
Alabama, 389 U.S. 35; 88 S.Ct. 189 (1967) (police officers held gun to the 
head of wounded confessant to extract confession); Davis v North Carolina, 
384 U.S. 737; 86 S.Ct. 1761 (1966) (16 days of incommunicado interrogation 
in closed cell without windows, limited food, and coercive tactics); Reck v 
Pate, 367 U.S. 433; 81 S.Ct. 1541 (1961) (defendant held for four days with 
inadequate food and medical attention until confession obtained); Culombe v 
Connecticut, 367 U.S. 568; 81 S.Ct. 1860 (1961) (defendant held for five days 
of repeated questioning during which police employed coercive tactics); Payne 
v Arkansas, 356 U.S. 560; 78 S.Ct. 844 (1958) (defendant held incommunicado 
for three days with little food; confession obtained when officers informed 
defendant the Chief of Police was preparing to admit lynch mob into jail); 
Ashcraft v Tennessee, 322 U.S. 143; 64 S.Ct. 921 (1944) (defendant questioned 
by relays of officers for 36 hours without an opportunity for sleep). Colorado 
v Connelly, supra. 
In the case at bar, the statements which the defendant gave to Deputy Maydole were 
not the result of duress or coercion. The defendant was not held incommunicado, subjected 
to relay questioning by multiple interrogators, subjected to extended confinement with 
systematic questioning, questioned in an isolated place or deserted location, moved from 
place to place and questioned by multiple interrogators, or deprived of food or sleep. There 
was no police overreaching or oppressive conduct. The testimony of the deputies at the 
October 15th suppression hearing and exhibits 1 and 2 establish that the defendant was 
simply offered a very brief ride to the Custer County Sheriffs Office, accepted that ride, 
and was questioned in a rather friendly manner there by one deputy in a room with an open 
door about seven (7) feet from the public lobby for about seven (7) minutes prior to his 
arrest. That testimony further establishes that, based on the report of the alleged victim, 
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there was probable cause to arrest the defendant at the sheriff's office even before his 
interview there; that the defendant himself requested the voluntary statement form ( exhibit 
2) which has been suppressed; and that no State officer did anything to coerce the 
defendant to admit that the rifle Deputy Maydole showed to him in his jail cell was in fact 
his. 
CONCLUSION 
Official conduct in this case does not even remotely resemble the conduct in the 
litany of cases cited by the Supreme Court in Colorado v Connelly, supra, and recounted 
here. The statements suppressed by the Court were all voluntary within the constitutional 
meaning of the term. If the defendant testifies inconsistently to his suppressed statements 
at trial, the State should be permitted to use those statements for impeachment purposes. 
The State's motion in limine should be granted. 
Respectfully submitted this f~y ofN~ 
Val Siegel 
ST. v. HUFFAKER 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify that, on November 2014, I served a copy of the State's 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF THE STATE'S MOTION IN LIMINE RE: 
IMPEACHMENT EVIDENCE on the following in the manner indicated: 
David M. Cannon, Esq. 
75 E. Judicial 
Blackfoot, ID 83221 
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Memorandum in Support of State's Motion in Limine 
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0 Facsimile 
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0 Hand-delivery 
Chris Matson, Legal Assistant 
100 
Val Siegel, ISB No. 3749 
Custer County Prosecuting Attorney 
521 Main Street 
P.O. Box 630 
Challis, ID 83226 
Telephone: 208-879-4383 
Facsimile: 208-879-2498 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CUSTER 
ST ATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
V. 
JON STEVEN HUFFAKER, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CRF-2014-0258 
______________ ) 
CORRECTION TO MEMORANDUM 
IN SUPPORT OF STATE'S MOTION 
IN LIMINE RE: IMPEACHMENT 
EVIDENCE 
The testimony of deputies Maydole and Kramer taken at the suppression hearing in 
this case on October 15, 2014 may not be considered in conjunction with the State's 
motion in limine under I.RE. 804 (b )(1) as both deputies are still available as witnesses. 
The State continues to believe that their testimony in conjunction with this motion will be 
the same as adduced at the suppression hearing and that there is no point in hearing the 
same testimony again. In the absence of a stipulation to utilize the prior testimony in 
conjunction with this motion, however, the State will indeed call the deputies as witnesses 
again and will also lay a new foundation for, and seek readmission of, State's exhibits 1 
and 2. 
~+~ 1J)_ Respectfully submitted this/_, day ofNov=Q;p 
( 
Val Siegel 
Custer County Prosecutor 
ST. v. HUFFAKER 
Correction to Memorandum in Support of State's Motion in Limine 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify that, on November 2014, I served a copy of the State's 
CORRECTION TO MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF THE STATE'S MOTION 
IN LIMINE RE: IMPEACHMENT EVIDENCE on the following in the manner 
indicated: 
David M. Cannon, Esq. 
75 E. Judicial 
Blackfoot, ID 83221 
)s:f~ail 
D Facsimile 
D 
D Hand-delivery 
Chris Matson, Legal Assistant 
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Correction to Memorandum in Support of State's Motion in Limine 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRIC 
DISTRICT COURT 
CUSTER COUNTY 
IDAHO 
~14,J:,!QV 19 3:54PM 
Bffi€rystal Kestler 
Deputy STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CUST1-&---,-_::__::__ 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
JON STEVEN HUFFAKER, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CR-2014-258 
MINUTE ENTRY 
This cause came before the Court on this the 19th day of November, 2014, for the purpose of 
MOTION IN LEMINE, MOTION TO EXCLUDE EVIDENCE, AND PRETRIAL 
CONFRENCE before the Honorable Alan C Stephens, in the Custer County Courthouse, Challis, 
Idaho. David Cannon, Esq., appeared with the defendant. Present for the State of Idaho was Val 
Siegel, Esq. Also present were court reporter Ms. Mary Ann Elliot, Chief Deputy Mike Talbot and 
Deputy Clerk Crystal Kestler. 
Judge Stephens inquired about the Motions 
The State presented there Motion. 
Dave Cannon responded. 
Mr. Cannon argued his Motion. 
Mr. Siegel responded. 
Judge made statements. 
The Court granted the State's Motion in Lirnine and will make a ruling on the Mr. Canon's 
Motion to Exclude Evidence at a later time. This matter shall proceed as scheduled for the Jury 
Trial that is currently set for December 11th through December 12th, 2014 to begin at 9:00 a.m. in 
the Custer County Courthouse, Challis, Idaho. 
DATED AND DONE this 19thdayofNovember, 2014. 
MINUTE ENTRY ANDORDER,page 1 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on November 19th, 2014 a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing was served by the method indicated below and addressed to each of the following: 
Val Siegel, Esq 
David Cannon, Esq 
MINUTE ENTRY AND ORDER, page 2 
Emailed 
Emailed 
Crystal Kestler 
Deputy Clerk 
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DISTRICT COURT 
CUSTER COUNTY 
IDAHO 
2014 NOV 21 2:59PM 
By: Crystal Kestler 
Deputy 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CUSTER 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
~vs.-
JOM STEVEN DOFF AKER, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. ~14-258 
DECISION AND ORDER RE: 
MOTION TO EXCLUDE IWIDENCE 
Dehdant moves the Court to exclude at trial statements tttade by the Defendant over the 
telephone to a third-party where he expressed anger towards the victim in this case. The State 
objects. For,tbe reasons deseribed below, Defen(lant'$ Motion to Exclude Evidence is DENIED. 
Idaho Rule of Evidence 403 gives the Court discretion to prohibit otherwise adttiissible 
evidonee when 1lte "probative value is ~ly outweighed by the danger of unfair 
prejudme, oonfuion of the issues, or misleading the jury, or by considerations of undue delay, 
waste of time, or needless presentation of cumulative evidenee." The prejudice at issue cannot 
merely bet detriment to~ Defendant's case; all relevant evidence is prejudicial to the 
o~tintlultsense. State v. Fenley, 103 Idaho 199, 646P.2d44I (Ct. App. 1982). The proper 
question is 'Whether the evidence in question is unfairly prejudicial, that is, whether it invites 
inordinate appeal to the lines of reasoning outmde of the evidence or emotions which are 
irrelevant to the decision making process. State v. Rhoades, 119 Jdabo 594, 869 P.2d 455 (1991). 
Re~ng relevance, the statement is. relevant because it tends to prove or disprove a 
material fact in tbe case. It can show that the Defendant is angry at the victim. Whether this is 
I DECISION AND ORDER RE; MOTION TO EXCLUDE BVIDBNCB 
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due to the alle,:gation or the events that took place during the alleged commission of the crime is a 
fact question for the jury~ not an admissibility question for the judge. Regarding the admissibility 
of the statement, the statement is admissible as an admission by a party opponent Idaho Rule of 
Evidence 80I(d)(2). 
Lastly, the statement by the Defendant during the telephone call is not unduly prejudicial. 
The risk: of prejudice does not substantially outweigh the pro~ve value. The State alleges a 
violent and angry altercation took place that resulted in the crime charged. The admission of 
evidence shewing that the Defendant was ~ or even wanted to-0ause hatm to the victitn after 
his arrest d~s not introduce sueh a substantial risk: of tainting the jury's ability to reason as to 
render it inadmissible. 
For the~ described above, Defendant's Mbtion is DENIED. 
IT IS SO ORDERED. 
Ditf!d thi~y of July, 2014. 
2 DBClSION AND ORDER RE: MOTION TO EXCLUDE BVfDBNCE 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on November 21 5\ 2014 a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing was served by the method indicated below and addressed to each of the following: 
Val Siegel, Esq 
David Cannon, Esq 
MINUTE ENTRY AND ORDER, page 2 
Emailed 
Emailed 
Crystal Kestler 
Deputy Clerk 
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NOV. 25. 2014 2:57PM JQ ATTY GEN - CRIM DIV NO. 550 P. 2 
LAWRENCE G. WASDEN 
Attorney General 
State of Idaho 
PAUL R. PANTHER 
Deputy Attorney General 
Chief, Criminal Law Division 
KENNETH K. JORGENSEN 
Idaho State Bar# 4051 
Deputy Attorney General 
P. 0. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83720-0010 
(208) 334-4534 
:.._·· 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR CUSTER COUNTY 
STATE OF IDAHO 
Plaintiff- Appellant, 
vs. 
JON STEVEN HUFFAKER, 
Defendant- Respondent. 
) 
) Custer Co. Case No. 
) CR-2014-258 
) 
) Supreme Ct No. 
) 
) NOTICE OF APPEAL 
) 
) 
--------------) 
TO: JON STEVEN HUFFAKER, THE ABOVE-NAMED RESPONDENT, DAVID 
CANNON, CANNON r.J\W, PA, 75 E. JUDICIAL STREET, BLACKFOOT, ID 
83221 AND THE CLERK OF THE ABOVE-ENTITLED COURT: 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT: 
1. The above-named appellant, State of Idaho, appeals against the 
above-named respondent to the Idaho Supreme Court from the DECISION AND 
NOTICE OF APPEAL - 1 
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NOV. 25. 2014 2:57PM ID ATTY GEN - CRIM DIV NO. 550 P. 3 
ORDER RE: MOTION TO SUPPRESS, entered in the above-entitled action on 
the 17th day of October, 2014, the Honorable Alan C. Stephens presiding. 
2. The state has a right to appeal to the Idaho Supreme Court, and 
the judgments or orders described in paragraph 1 above are appealable orders 
under and pursuant to Rule 11 (c)(7), I.A.R. 
3. Preliminary statement of the issue on appeal: Did the district court 
err when it concluded that Huffaker was subject to a custodial interrogation? 
4. To undersigned's knowledge, no part of the record has been 
sealed. 
5. The appellant requests the preparation of the following portions of 
the reporter's transcript: Hearing on the motion to suppress, held October 17, 
2014 (court reporter and estimated paged not included on register of actions). 
6. Appellant requests the normal clerk's record pursuant to Rule 28, 
I.A.R. 
7. I certify: 
(a) That a copy of this notice of appeal is being served on each 
reporter of whom a transcript has been requested as named below at the 
address set out below: 
MARY ANN ELLIOT 
Court Reporter 
Custer County Courthouse 
PO Box 385 
Challis, ID 83226 
NOTICE OF APPEAL - 2 
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(b) That arrangements have been made with the Custer County 
Prosecuting Attorney who will be responsible for paying for the reporters 
transcript; 
(c) That the appe!lant is exempt from paying the estimated fee 
for the preparation of the record because the State of Idaho is the appellant 
(Idaho Code§ 31-3212); 
(d) That there is no appellate filing fee since this is an appeal in 
a criminal case (I.AR. 23(a)(8)); 
(e) That service is being made upon all parties required to be 
served pursuant to Rule 20, I.AR 
DATED this 25th day of November, 2014. 
NOTICE OF APPEAL - 3 
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NOV. 2 5. 2014 2: 5 7 PM ATTY GEN - CRIM DIV NO. 550 P. 5 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
l HEREBY CERTIFY that I have this 25th day of November, 2014, caused 
a true and correct copy of the attached NOTICE OF APPEAL to be placed in the 
United States mail, postage prepaid, addressed to: 
THE HONORABLE ALAN C. STEPHENS 
Custer County Courthouse 
PO Box 385 
Challis, ID 83226 
VAL SIEGEL 
Custer County Prosecutor's Office 
PO Box 630 
Challis, ID 83226-0630 
DAVID MAUGHAN CANNON 
Cannon Law, PA 
75 E. Judicial Street 
Blackfoot, ID 83221 
MARY ANN ELLIOT 
Court Reporter 
Custer County Courthouse 
PO Box385 
Challis, ID 83226 
HAND DELIVERY 
MR. STEPHEN W. KENYON 
CLERK OF THE COURTS 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83720-0101 
KKJ/pm 
KENNETH K. JOR 
Deputy Attorney Ge 
NOTICE OF APPEAL - 4 
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, DISTRICT COURT 
~- "~~ , CUSTER COUNTY 
IDAHO 
2014 DEC 02 9:31AM IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH .JUDICIAL D T\!W'Icrystal Kestler 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff/ Appellant, 
Vs 
JON STEVEN HUFF AKER, 
Defendant/Respondent, 
CASE NO. CR-2014-258 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE 
OF APPEAL 
Supreme Court No. ___ _ 
Appeal from: Seventh Judicial District, Custer County 
District Court Judge: Honorable Alan C. Stephens 
District Court No: CR-2014-258 
D eputy 
Order or judgment appealed from: Decision And Order RE: Motion To Suppress filed October 1 i 11, 2014 
Attorney for Appellant: Lawrence G. Wasden, Idaho Attorney General 
Attorney for Respondent: David M. Cannon 
Appealed by: The State of Idaho 
Appealed against: Jon Steven Huffaker 
Notice of Appeal filed: November 25th, 2014 
Appellate Fees Paid: NIA 
Clerk's Record Fee Paid: NIA 
Reporter's transcript requested: Yes 
Name of Reporter: Mary Ann Elliott 
Estimate of cost of transcript: Unknown 
Dated: December 2nd, 2014 
Crys 
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Val Siegel, ISB No. 3749 
Custer County Prosecuting Attorney 
521 Main Street 
P.O. Box 630 
Challis, Idaho 83226 
Phone: (208) 879-4383 
Fax: (208) 879-2498 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CUSTER 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
V. 
JON S. HUFF AKER, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CR-2014-0258 
STIPULATION FOR RELEASE 
ON RECOGNIZANCE WITH 
CONDITIONS 
_______________ ) 
COMES NOW, David M. Cannon, attorney for defendant Jon S. Huffaker, and Val 
Siegel, Prosecuting Attorney for Custer County, Idaho, and pursuant to Idaho Appellate 
Rule 13(c)(8), stipulate to release the defendant on his own recognizance in this case upon 
the following conditions: 
1. That the defendant violate no laws of a misdemeanor level or higher. A finding 
of probable cause is sufficient to violate this condition; 
2. That the defendant consume no alcohol or controlled substances without a valid 
and current prescription from a medical practitioner; 
3. That the defendant submit to random ETG testing for the presence of alcohol by 
Aletia Straub Workman, Custer County misdemeanor probation officer and that 
he sign-up with her to arrange the same prior to his release from custody; 
ST. v. JON S. HUFF AKER 
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4. That the defendant enter no bars or other establishments where alcohol is the 
primary source of income; 
5. That the defendant may not possess firearms or firearm ammunition; 
6. That the defendant will consent to a search of his residence and vehicle by the 
Custer County Sheriff's Department for firearms and ammunition prior to his 
release from custody; 
7. That the Custer County Sheriff's Department may, upon request and without a 
warrant, search the defendant's residence, vehicle, person, and property for 
firearms and ammunition during the defendant's release on recognizance. 
8. That the defendant will not leave the State ofldaho without the Court's prior 
approval; 
9. That the defendant will sign a written waiver of extradition prior to his release 
from custody; 
10. That the defendant will keep all scheduled court appearances; 
11. That the defendant· will notify the Court and his counsel of any changes in his 
address from his current address at 470 Challis Creek Road; 
12. That the defendant will have no in-person, telephonic, written, internet, direct, 
indirect, 3rd party, or any other contact of any kind whatsoever, with Ben Savage 
the alleged victim. 
13. That the defendant will not go within 300 feet of Ben Savage's person, 
property, work place or residence, the latter of which is located at 491 Foothills 
ST. v. JONS. HUFFAKER 
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Road, Challis, Idaho. 
rz-l 10 { 7-o ·~ 
• Date 
Val Siegel, Prosecuting Attorney 
David M. Cannon, Attorney for Defendant 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that, on December / 5:-. 2014, I served a copy of ilie Stipulation 
for Release on Recognizance with Conditions on the following in the manner indicated: 
David Cannon, Esq. 
75 E. Judicial Street 
Blackfoot, ID 83221 
ST. v. JONS. HUFFAKER 
D Mail 
D Facsimile 
D Hand-delivery 
XE-Mail 
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Val Siegel, ISB No. 3749 
Custer County Prosecuting Attorney 
521 Main Street 
P.O. Box 630 
Challis, Idaho 83226 
Phone: (208) 879-4383 
Fax: (208) 879-2498 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CUSTER 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
V. 
JON S. HUFF AKER, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CR-2014-0258 
AMENDED STIPULATION FOR 
RELEASE ON RECOGNIZANCE 
WITH CONDITIONS 
______________ ) 
COMES NOW, David M. Cannon, attorney for defendant Jon S. Huffaker, and Val 
Siegel, Prosecuting Attorney for Custer County, Idaho, and pursuant to Idaho Appellate 
Rule 13(c)(8), stipulate to release the defendant on his own recognizance in this case upon 
the following conditions: 
1. That the defendant violate no laws of a misdemeanor level or higher. A finding 
of probable cause is sufficient to violate this· condition; 
2. That the defendant possess or consume no alcohol or controlled substances 
without a valid and current prescription from a medical practitioner; 
3. That the defendant submit to random ETG testing for the presence of alcohol by 
Aletia Straub Workman, Custer County misdemeanor probation officer and that 
he sign-up with her to arrange the same prior to his release from custody. Said 
testing to be paid for by the defendant at the time of testing. 
4. That the defendant enter no bars or other establishments where alcohol is the 
primary source of income; 
5. That the defendant may not possess firearms or firearm ammunition; 
6. That the defendant will consent to a search of his residence and vehicle by the 
Custer County Sheriff's Department for firearms and ammunition prior to his 
release from custody; 
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7. Thlit the Clister County SMnfi's Depa.ttment may. upon request and without a 
w:arrant search the defendane s resii:ien9e, vehicle, petson, and property for 
fireanns and ammunition du.ring the defendant's release on recognizance: 
8. That the defendant will not leave the State of!daho without the Court's prior 
approval; 
9. That the defendant will sign a written waivet ofextrad.it:i:on prior to his reiease 
from custody; 
10, That the defendant will keep all scheduled court appe~ces; 
1 l. Tnit th~ defendant will notify the Court and his counsel of any cbanges·in; his 
address from .his cun:ent address at 470 Cbhllis Creek Road; 
12. That the defend.®t vvill have no in-person. telephonic, written, internet, ·direct; 
indirect,, 3 n:l pl;trt:y, .or any other contact of any kind whatsoever,, with Ben Savage 
the alleged victim. 
13, That the defendant will not go within 300 feet of Ben S~vage's person, 
property, w~rkplace or residence; the fatter ~hiGh is located~ 491 Foothi.lls 
, ?[',-Rf oad, CbalbS;ldaho. 
1
. In()_(~ 0 
I c- l'-} I 4. /Cx-\(,U-{ __ _ 
D~te ~:~ege~~cu~ttomey 
o!~/~b/ '2,oli D~forD~foi>dant 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that, o.n December J.i_, 2014, I served a copy of the Stipulation 
for Release cm Recognizance with Conditions on 'the following in the manner indicated: 
David Ca,nno11; Esq. 
75 E. Judicial. Street 
Blackfoot, ID 83221 
D Mail 
D Facsimile 
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~E,.Mail 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL D 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF C 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
V. 
JONS. HUFF AKER, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CR-2014-0258 
ORDER RELEASING 
DEFENDANT ON OWN 
RECOGNIZANCE 
______________ ) 
The Court having considered the parties' stipulation, and good cause appearing, the 
defendant is hereby released on his own recognizance upon the following conditions: 
I. That the defendant violate no laws of a misdemeanor level or higher. A finding 
of probable cause is sufficient to violate this condition; 
2. That the defendant possess or consume no alcohol or controlled substances 
without a valid and current prescription from a medical practitioner; 
3. That the defendant submit to random ETG testing for the presence of alcohol by 
Aletia Straub Workman, Custer County misdemeanor probation officer and that 
he sign-up with her to arrange the same prior to his release from custody and 
said testing to be paid for by the defendant at the time of testing. 
4. That the defendant enter no bars or other establishments where alcohol is the 
primary source of income; 
5. That the defendant may not possess firearms or firearm ammunition; 
6. That the defendant will consent to a search of his residence and vehicle by the 
Custer County Sheriffs Department for firearms and ammunition prior to his 
release from custody; 
7. That the Custer County Sheriffs Department may, upon request and without a 
warrant, search the defendant's residence, vehicle, person, and property for 
firearms and ammunition during the defendant's release on recognizance. 
8. That the defendant will not leave the State ofidaho without the Court's prior 
approval; 
9. That the defendant will sign a written waiver of extradition prior to his release 
from custody; 
10. That the defendant will keep all scheduled court appearances; 
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11. That the defendant will notify the Court and his counsel of any changes in his 
address from his current address at 470 Challis Creek Road; 
1 That the defendant will have no in-person, telephonic, written, internet, direct, 
indirect, 3rd party, or any other contact of any kind whatsoever, with Ben Savage 
the alleged victim. 
13. That the defendant will not go within 300 feet of Ben Savage's person, 
property, work place or residence, the latter of which is located at 491 Foothills 
Road, Challis, Idaho. 
DATED: December I 7 ~, 2014. 
District Judge 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify that, on December \1tv\, 2014, I served a copy of the Order Releasing 
Defendant on Own Recognizance in the manner indicated . 
David Cannon, Esq. 
75 E. Judicial Street 
Blackfoot, ID 83221 
Val Siegel 
Prosecuting Attorney 
P.O. Box 630 
Challis, ID 83226 
Custer County Sheriffs Office 
130 S. 9th St. 
Challis, ID 83226 
D Mail 
D Facsimile 
D Mail 
D Facsimile 
~ E-Mail 
D Mail 
D Facsimile 
E-Mail 
Deputy Clerk 
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D Hand-delivery 
9( E-Mail 
D Hand-delivery 
D Courthouse box 
JtJ Hand-delivery 
D Courthouse box 
MARY ANN ELLIOTT 1 RPR, CSR 
Official Court Reporter 
Seventh Judicial District 
Jefferson County Courthouse 
210 Courthouse Way, Suite 120 
Rigby, Idaho 83442 
(208)745-7736 
**************************************************** 
NOTICE OF TRANSCRIPT LODGED 
***************************************************** 
DATE: December 17, 2014 
TO: Stephen W. Kenyon, Clerk of the Court 
Supreme Court/Court of Appeals 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83720-0101 
SUPREME COURT DOCKET NO. 
DISTRICT COURT CASE NO.: 
42691-2014 
CR-2014-258 
CAPTION OF CASE: State of Idaho v. Jon Steven 
Huffaker 
You are hereby notified that a reporter's 
appellate transcript in the above-entitled and 
numbered case has been lodged with the District 
Court Clerk of the County of Custer in the Seventh 
Judicial District. Said transcript consists of the 
following proceeding, totaling 60 pages: 
l. Motion to Suppress Hearing 
(October 15, 2014) 
Respectfully, 
M~~~~PR, - Idaho-CSR-#1015 __ _ 
xc: District Court Clerk 
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DISTRICT COURT 
CUSTER COUNTY 
IDAHO 
2014 DEC 18 10:49AM 
By: Crystal Kestler 
De uty 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DIS~-JF-cl-'-S''-t'-4-T!.ft:-------' 
OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CUSTER 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff/ Appellant, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Supreme Court Case No. 42691 
-vs- CERTIFICATE OF EXHIBITS 
JON STEVEN HUFF AKER, 
Defendant/Respondent. 
I, BARBARA C. TIERNEY, Clerk of the District Court of the Seventh Judicial 
District of the State of Idaho in and for the County of Custer, do hereby certify: 
That the attached list of exhibits is a true and accurate copy of the exhibits being 
forwarded to the Supreme Court on Appeal - Magistrate exhibits: 
I. State's Exhibit I -Photo Of Bed In Trailer (07-28-14) 
2. State's Exhibit 2-Photo Of Gun On Bed In Trailer (07-28-14) 
3. State's Exhibit 3 -Photo Of Gun And Bullet (07-28-14) 
4. Transcript Of Preliminary Hearing (09-29-14) 
That the attached list of exhibits is a true and accurate copy of the exhibits being 
forwarded to the Supreme Court on Appeal - District exhibits: 
I. State's Exhibit 1 - Video Disc Recording Of Booking Room (10-15-14) 
2. State's Exhibit 2- Voluntary Statement (10-15-14) 
3. State's Exhibit 3 -Oral Affidavit (10-15-14) 
4. State's Exhibit 4-Search Warrant (10-15-14) 
5. State's Exhibit 5 -Incident Detail (10-15-14) 
It should be noted however, that the following exhibits will be retained at the 
District Court clerk's office and will be made available upon request. A Photo of these 
Exhibits will be provided. 
I. State's Exhibit 3A- Olympus Digital Tape Recorder (10-15-14) 
CERTIFICATE OF EXHIBITS 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the said Court this \$¥'day of December, 2014. 
CERTIFICATE OF EXHIBITS 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DIST 
DISTRICT COURT 
CUSTER COUNTY 
IDAHO 
ci~.P~!~t;!~~ 
Deputy 
IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CUSTEu-----------' 
State of Idaho, 
Plaintiff/ Appellant, 
-vs-
Jon Steven Huffaker, 
Defendant/Respondent. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Supreme Court Case No. 42691 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE 
I, BARBARA C. TIERNEY, Clerk of the District Court of the Seventh Judicial District 
of the State ofldaho in and for the County of Custer, do hereby certify that the above and 
foregoing Clerk's Record in the above-entitled cause was compiled and bound under my 
direction as, and is a true, full and correct record of the pleadings and documents as are 
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